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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Wenxespay, March 12, 1924.

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Once more, O Lord, our soul utters its inner appeal for that
reality which is found in Thee alone, and which is Thy living,
loving presence. Amid the jar and the turbulence of the days
bless us with that peace which the world ean not give, neither
can it take away. Give us ease from conscious reproach and
rest from conscious fear. Revive in us the passion that leaves
the things material, only to lose itself in things eternal. O let
the light of Thy truth kindle all our desires and direct all our
ways. Be merciful unto us our Father in heaven, until we say
* good night ” here and “ good morrow ” yonder. In the name of
Jesus. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved.

PERMISSTION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for two minutes.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous
consent to address the House for two minutes. Is there objec-
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, a House subcommittee of
which I am a member is now investigating law enforcement in
the District of Columbia.

Three of the Washington newspapers the other day carried
an article to the effect that a man was arrested near the House
Office Building with a jug of whisky and stating that he claimed
he was an employee of the House Office Building and had pro-
cured the whisky for and was taking it to a Congressman,
Our committee had the officers who made that arrest, together
with the man himself, put under oath and interrogated. The
officers testified that no such thing occurred. The man was
not arrested near the House Office Building, as alleged in the
newspapers, but was arrested in another part of town from
the Capitol, in an alley on the other side of the Government
Printing Office. He did not claim he was taking whisky to a
Congressman. He did not claim to be an employee of the
House Office Building or that he was going there. No such
claim was made. He was not an employee in the House Office
Building but used to be several years ago for about a year,
being then detailed there by the Government Printing Office,
He has not been an employee here for more than a year, and
he made no such claim to the officers. At the time he was ar-
rested he was drunk. The policeman told him he had been
drinking for several days and asked him why he persisted in
getting this whisky. He said he got it for himself and bought
it in an alley from a bootlegger. There was no basis or
grounds whatever for said newspapers to allege that when he
was arrested he claimed fo be employed in the House Office
Building and was taking whisky to a Congressman, for he made
no such claims. After the committee had ascertained these
facts from the sworn testimony of the officers themselves we
find the morning Herald, notwithstanding all these facts, com-
ing out and reiterating the statement that this man when he
was arrested said he was carrying whisky to a Congressman in
the House Office Building. I take it the Washington news-
papers ought to be more ecareful in the future about alleging
facts concerning such matters when no such facts exist,

CORRECTION.

Mr. GLATFELTER. Mr. Speaker, I had a pair with the Zen-
tleman from New Jersey, Mr. Seeer, which I thought was
good only from Friday until Monday. I therefore voted on
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Monday. I find I was mistaken about it, and I desire to change
my vote and vote * present.”
The SPEAKER. Of course, it is too late to change the
vote, but the gentleman’s explanation will go in the REecorp.
COTTON PRODUCTION.

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, while visiting the farm of Mr.
C. C. Wall last November in Gwinnett County, Ga., he gave
me in detail his experience in destroying boll weevils, and was
generous enough to give me the remedy, as well as the method
of application and instructions in cultivating the land under
boll-weevil conditions. The following is the solution he says
he uses with success:

Four pounds of caleium arsenate, 2 gallons Rhlack molasses. Dis-
solve in 2 gallons of boiling water, then add 6 gallons of cold water.

PREPARATION OF LAND.

Turmn land early and plow under all stubble and everything left on
the land from former crop. About April 1 bed land out and out,
leaving a good water furrow. Allow plenty of space between cotton
rows. On or about April 10, 15, or 20 plant cottonseed on bed, first
using guano 9-8-3, or a better grade if convenient, Use 400 pounds
per acre, and follow the distributer with a spring-tooth harrow ;
follow harrow with a Cole planter, putting one and a half bushels of
good seed per acre. When cotton comes up use a spring-tooth harrow
with snake-head center teeth. In five to seyven days after harrowing
bar off with 3-inch plow and fender, then chop, leaving a good stand
of cotton. Within 10 days thereafter put in the furrow 50 pounds of
nitrate soda per acre (preferably by hand), then plow with 16-inch
serape, increasing the size of scrape 2 inches at each plowing up to-
22 inches. Plow every 10 days, or as nearly so as possible, until the
1st or 10th of August. Do not plow deep after you have barred the
cotton off. Keep middle of rows well plowed. Use solution with
small cotton mop and stir frequently while using, Put but one or
two drops of solution in the bud and apply only to the bud or buds
of limbs of the plant. Do not smear the solution on the stalks or the
leaves. Begin applying solution when cotton is chopped and apply
every 10 days until migration ends in August. Only hard rain will
wash solution off the plant, and if this should occur reapply Imme-
diately.

POSTAL SERVICE.

Mr. O'SULLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, of all the agencies of gov-
ernment, none has a more comprehensive program nor effects
a closer contact with the individual than the Postal Service.
Each day sees a veritable army of men and women engaged in
the vast work of this department. It is a most embracing
service; it is the greatest public utility in the world. It trans-
ports intelligence by correspondence, newspaper, and maga-
zine; it transmits money from place to place through the fea-
ture of its money-order department; it acts as banker for those
who wish to deposit their money in its keeping. Its program
has become so -diversified and involves the daily routine of the
citizen to such an extent that the slightest disturbance in its
efficiency awakens deep concern in the Ameriean publie,

Its vital importance to business and to the Individual has
been recognized from its establishment. Innumerable instru-
mentalities which make for the betterment of the service have
constantly been put into operation. Everything to effect a sav-
Ing of time in transporting and delivering mail has been sought.
The stage coach gave way to its speedier rival, the railroad:
the horse has been replaced by the motor truck. The airplane
has been utilized, while even the ground below has been put to
practical use, as pneumatic tubes in our large cities are now
carrying mail matter from place to place, all in the interest of
time.

How thoroughly this department has the support and con-
fidence of the people can best be illustrated by its growth.
When its fiscal year ended in 1800 the sum of its receipts was
$280,804; during the past fiscal year its receipts were $532,-
827,925, a magnificent demonstration of the use to which the
American public puts this utility. Each day over 51,000 post
offices throw open their doors, 60,000 assistant postmasters and
clerks get ready for business, 40,000 city carrlers throw on
their mail pouches, 44,000 rural carriers hitch up Dobbin or get
“Henry" out of the stall, and innumerable other employees
assume their respective places of work, all bent on giving serv-
ice to the public. On all sides are instances of growth, many of
which are so staggering in magnitude as to be almost un-
believable. Witness such an example as that of Los Angeles
within the past 40 years. Then its receipts were $60,000.
To-day they are $6,000,000. By way of passing note, it might
be mentioned that the greatest mushroom growth of any post
office fell to the lot of a fourth-class post office in Arkansas.
In three months of 1922 its business increased over 1,000 per
cent, which caused the postmaster to wire to Washington the
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following telegram;: * Office out of my control; letters arriving
5,000 to 7,000 a day; pareel post by the ton; can not open mail
any longer; no place to put it; accept resignation.” This, of
course, was due to the discovery of oil in the viecinity. As.an
incident, its value is merely to show fhe instantaneous manner
in which Postal Service follows business, even into .Arkansas.

The other branches of the Postal Service have witnessed de-
velopments quite In - keeping with the mail-service growth.
Take the money-order husiness: established under Lincoln, it
transmitted during its first year $1,300,000; to-day it handles
$1,300,000,000.

This same service boasts of being the largest savings institu-
tion in the avorld. While the branch having charge of this
feature of the service is comparatively young, it is worthy to
note that at the present there are deposits of $131,000,000 to the
credit of the publie.

Such is the background for and some of the high lights of the
Postal Service. Due credit for the sound position where this
service finds itself must be given to those who have gulded and
directed its aectivities. But in passing ount credit and giving
praise, it should not be forgotten that something more than
three cheers should be given to the men and women who have
actually done the work; to the postal clerk, the carrvier, both
in the city and in the rural distriets,.and to the railroad postal
employee. All the directing genius in the world would be un-
availing unless there was loyalty of service and efficiency of
performance on the part of those who actually handle the mail
:and the money that travels from place to place. The capacity
of ‘these employees to take on new work is phenomenal.
has been demonstrated time after time, without a proportional
increase in the foree or the established facilities. Witness the
assimilation of the parcel-post business with the mails and its
successful handling, notwithstanding its growfh. The chief
yreason for thislies in the spirit of ‘the personnel of the organiza-
tion, which is preeminently one of service. It can be accounted
for in ‘no other manner.

Says the Postmaster General din his latest report:

The growth of postal receipts, representing in a falr measure the in-
erease in the volume of business transactefl at the post .offices where
clerks and earriers are employed, has gteadily dncreased with a greater

percentage than in the increase of clerks and carriers. This has | «Clarke, N. Y.

steadily reduced the margin between the volume of business transacted

This |

and the volume that may be handled without increase in force. The .
Postal Service has been noted for its ability to take on new business

and assimilate it with the old without a proportional increase in force
and facilities employed.

During the past year the increase in receipts, indicative of
the volume of business, was 9.89 per cent over the previous
year, whereas the increase in the number of clerks was 2.06
per cent and that of the carriers was 1.64 per cent over the
preceding year.

T can recall the time when employment in the Postal Service
wns deemed exceedingly attractive. Positions were sought by
men of a type that any employer might well be proud of, men
with characteristics of ambition, efficiency, and honesty. Theirs
were the hands that ‘built up this great postal

be overlooked as one of the real causes of success in the Pustal
‘Service endeavors.

As what a man receives for what he glves is a defermining
factor in all employment, it must be admitted that attractive-
ness of ‘the postal poditions has 'been greatly dimmed. This
wcountry cuan not afford to permit such a policy to continue.
In justice to the present employees, and in equal justice tc the
efficieney of the service, we can not pass unheeded these men
who ask for an increase in their salaries and a rectification of
some of the ills -existing under the present laws which govern
their action while in the serviee and at thelr retirement.

I want every man in the Postal Bervice to have a wage
which will insure him—

1. Comfortable living quarters.

2. Good, healthful food, and oceasionally some delicacies.

3. Enough good clothes for most purposes.

4. The chance for the wife to buy -enough mechanical and
physieal aid to relieve housework of much .of its drudgery.

5. The means to buy books, go to the theater, and give the
children an adequate -education.

6. At least a limited amount of recreation.

7. Some insurance and a Httle fund for savings.

Manifestly the present wage of these men is mot sufficient
to meet these needs. If it is the intention of this Govermment
to hire cheap labor, that is one thing, but if ‘it avishes to
retain the services of men of the standard necessary to.conduct
properly the great business of the department it must previde
a higher wage. If this Congress wishes to do an injustice to

structure. The '
fact that the §alaries attracted the right type of men ecan not

these men, #t can do it very readily by failing to grant an
increase in salaries. But let no one forget that such a policy
will lead to a deterioration in the Postal Service. It is true
that many of the elder men will remain; they have given the
best part of their lives to the work of the department, and
because of their age some might have difficulty in obtaining
other employment. But the younger men will have no hesita-
tiom in seeking places which provide more liberally than does
the Government, and the type of those who will seek their
places will not tend to the betterment of this all-important
department. by

Now comes the statement from the White House that Presi-
dent Coolidge is opposed to any increase for these employees,
because the condition of the country will not warrant it. And
in the same statement he expressly acknowledges the justice
of the claim for an increase. It seems like a wholly untenable
position he occupies. How can the Chief Executive admit that
an increase is justly dme, yet use the might of his office to
prevent it? Never before has a President pursued such a
course. Nor do I believe this Congress will follow him. Re-
‘spect for a living wage and a desire to maintain the high
standard of the Postal Service must govern our action. As far
as I am concerned, they will.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
‘there is no gquormm presenti

The SPEAKER. It is evident there is no guorum present.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr., Speaker, I move a call of the
House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, when the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Almon Fairchild Linsberger Rogers, N, H.
Anderson Fish Logam Banders, Ind.
Anthony Fredericka MeClintie Handers, N, Y.
Black, Tex, Frothingham MeDuffie Sears, Fla.
Black, N. ¥. Fulmer AMcLaughlin, Nebr. Sites
Bowling Gallivan Michaelson Sullivan
Boylan Goldsborongh s Sweet
Brani, Ohio ‘Greene, Mass. Morin Swoope
Britten Hawes Nelson, Me. Taber
Bromm Hull, Tenn. Nelson, Wis. Taylor, Colo.
‘Celler Jacobstein O'Brien Tinchar
Johnson, 8. Dak. ©O'Connor, La. Treadway

| ‘Cole, Ohifo Kahn Patterson Walnwright

| Curry Knutson Pmriy Wertz
Davey Kuriz Phillips White, KEans.
Dempsey Evile Rathibone Williams, TI1.
Denison Langlay Reed, W. Va. Wyant
Dickstein * Larson, Mina. Reid, Il

The BPEAKER. Three hundred and sixty Members have .
answered to their names; a guorum is present.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I mpove to dispense with further
proceedings nnder the call

The motion was agreed to.

ALLEGED CHARGES AGAINST TWO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I offer the fol-
lowing privileged resolution.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee offers a
privileged resolution, swhich the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read.as follows:

House Resolution 217,

Whereas a grand jury of the District Court of the United States for
the Northern District of Illinols, southern dlviston, impaneled at the
February term, 1924, has reported to that court that certaln evidence
has been submitted to them involving the payment of money to two Mem-
bers of 'Congress; and

Whereas the honor and dlgnlty of the Congress require that the facts
be immediately ascertained, to the end that such action as is essential
for the Congress itself to take may be promptly taken: Therefore be it

Resoleed, That a sélect committee of five Members of the House shall
be appointed by the ‘Speaker thereof whose duty [t ghall be ro proceed
forthwith to make an investigation of such allegatlon and ascertaln—

(a) ‘Whether said * two Members of Congress " so charged are Mem-
bers of the House of Representatives; and

(b) If so, to make such further investigation as may be essential
to establish the truth or falsity of said allegation.

Baid .committee shall have power to .send for parsons and papers and
alminlster oaths .and shall be permitted to sit durlng the sessions of
the House and any recess thereof and at such place or places as may be
necessary to discharge the dutles herein imposed.

Resolved further, That the Speaker Is herehy authorized to issue sub-
penas to witness upon the request of the committee or any subcommittee
thereof .at any tlme, including any wrecess of the Congress; and the
Sergeant at Avms ls hereby empowered and directed to serve all sub-
penas and other processes put into his hands by sald committee or gy
subcommittee thereof,
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Resolved further, That sald committee shall report to the House as
promptly as possible the results of its inquirles together with such recom-
mendations as it may deem advisable,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, Mr, Speaker, there is a typo-
graphical error which should be corrected. In line 11, on
page 2, the words “to witness” should be changed to “ wit-
nesses,”

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the correction will be
made,

There was no objection. :

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
this is not a privileged resolution at this time.

The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman.

Mr. BEGG. I appreciate, Mr., Chairman, that the Chair
made a ruling last night on this point, but I desire to make
the point again and call the attention of the Speaker to one
or two points, namely, the only thing that gives this a privi-
leged status is that the honor of the House is involved. This
is the third morning that this subject matter, under the guise
of being a privileged resolution. has heen before this body.
The first time, a resolution taking cognizance of the action
of the grand jury was acted upon and disposed of by the
House, and when the reply to that resolution was received,
again privileged status was give the report and the action
of the House on that report waS to send the report to the
Judiciary Committee for disposition. Disposition was made
by the Judiciary Committee, and yesterday again the privi-
leged status of their report was brought into the House under
the guise that the honor of this body was involved and there-
fore their report became privileged. Now, again, this morning
another gentleman, the distinguished leader of the minority,
comes in with a resolution dealing with a subject matter
identical that has been three times before this body under
the guise of being privileged.

I suggest to the Speaker that if this is held privileged this
morning again, regardless of the disposition of this matter
I can bring in a resolution to-morrow morning appointing a
special committee of three Members instead of five and under
the same argument, that the honor of the House is involved
because a grand jury in Chicago referred to two Members
having been paid money, and following the line of precedents
the Chair can not rule me out.

If that conclusion be true that this resolution this morning,
because it specifies a little different way of disposing of that
privileged status of a resolution, then I, by finding a little
different way again, can claim a privilege for another reso-
lution, and that could be carried on indefinitely. In other
words, every single morning, until a final adjudication of the
question of the honor of this House can be had, there could bhe
a privileged resolution brought in, a little different from the
one the day before.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., BEGG. In just a moment. There must come a time
somewhere when we can end the privilege of this House in
dealing with a specific performance. I make the point of order
that that time has come mow, after three different considera-
tions of the same specific violation of the honor of the House,
I yield to the gentleman from Alabama.

Mr. BANKHEAD. As I understand the gentleman’s argu-
ment, his point of order is made solely upon the proposition
that the offering of this resolution this morning is a dilatory
proceeding.

Mr. BEGG. I did not make any such point of order.

Mr. BANKHEAD. But that is the effect of it.

Mr. BEGG. I think the Speaker understands clearly what
my point of order is,

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to rule. The Chalr
recognizes that there is great force in the argument made
by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Beeg]. The Chair thinks
the gentleman is correct in the logic of the situation that
there must be an end sometime to the privilege of such a
matter. It could not be allowed in a House which is here to
do business that such a question of the privilege of the House
should have a new right to consideration indefinitely from
day to day. When the question was raised last evening by
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr, CrAMTON] the Chalr is dis-
posed to think now that the Chair might well then have ruled
that inasmuch as the whole subject had been before the House
and had been referred by the House to one of the standing

committees and that committee had reported and the House
had acted upon the report, the right of privilege had been
exhausted. However, the Chair is confronted with this per-
sonal embarrassment.,

o

Last night the Chalr overruled the point of order made by
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. CraxToN], which is the same
as that now made more elaborately by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr, Bregc]. The gentleman from Michigan did not then
argue the guestion. It was a new question to the Chair; and
the Chair, acting upon the first-blush opinion that the subject
was still privileged, overruled the point of order. The gentle-
man from Tennessee [Mr. GARRETT] expressly asked the ‘Chair
if he held that it would be in order to-day, and the Chalir said
that he did so hold. Under those circumstances, whatever the
Chair may now think, having once ruled and assured the gen-
tleman that it would be in order to-day, the Chair feels that
to deal fairly with the House, and particularly with the gentle-
man from Tennessee, he must be bound by that ruling. Yet,
notwithstanding that ruling which he made yesterday and
which he now reaffirms, the Chair wishes to state that in the
future he will not feel bound by this precedent. The Chair
therefore overrules the point of order.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, T stated yester-
day afternoon when the resolution was presented that I would
be willing to present it again to-day and have a vote upon it
without debate. That was my feeling at that time, and that is
my feeling now. So far as I am concerned, I am ready for a
vote; but it has been suggested to me by the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. LoneworTH], the majority leader, that he desires
to discuss the matter for a little while.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I should be very glad if
the gentleman from Tennessee would yield me 10 minutes. I
think that is all I shall ask.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gen-
tleman from Ohio 10 minutes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, yesterday after a pro-
longed and exhaustive debate the House adopted the following
resolution ;

Resolved, That the House take no further action for the present to
procure from the Attorney General the information heretofore re-
quested of the Attorney General under House Resolution No. 211,

That was the resolution submitted by the Committee on the
Judiciary. Subsequently that was amended on the floor as
follows : :

Resolved, That In view of its extreme importance to the House the
Attorney General be, and is hereby, requested to proceed at once and
give preference and precedence to this investigation and report the
results to this House.

In other words, not content with saying merely that in the
opinion of the House it should not undertake an investigation
independently for the present at least we went further and-
gave gpecific instructions to the Attorney General, leaving all
other things aside, to proceed to the speedy determination of
the case. Under those circumstances does it not seem to be
unwise, after giving those specific instructions, to now under-
take by a committee to do those very things that we have in-
structed the Attorney General to do at once? Could it result
in anything else than delay? It is inconceivable that a com-
mittee of this House and the Department of Justice proceed-
ing independently could each examine into this case. In the
first place, this committee will have to take entire possession
of all of the evidence now in the Department of Justice. It
would have to examine the witnesses that the Department of
Justice would call upon. It could accomplish nothing in the
world except to cause delay and confusion. The Department
of Justice must proceed at once, and must report the result
of its investigations to the House. That is what we ordered
it to do yesterday by resolution.

Mr, WEFALD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes.

Mr. WEFALD. What is the gentleman’s opinion of what
a reasonable time would be within which the Attorney General
should make a report to the House?

Mr. LONGWORTH. It would be impossible for me to say
offthand, but I say this: That so far as I am personally con-
cerned, if within two weeks from to-day we do not have some-
thing definite in this unfortunate affair from the Department
of Justice, I for one am willing to vote for some such resolu-
tion as that now offered by the gentleman from Tennessee
[applause], but T am not willing to do that now. It ean not

benefit the House to do so at this time, and it certainly ean not
benefit the two gentlemen whose names have been mentioned in
this affair.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. LONGWORTH. Yes.
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Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Yesterday the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. MoNTAGUE] made an elaborate speech about the
importance of keeping separate the three departments of the
Government. What power has the House of Representatives to
instruct the Attorney General of the United States or the
Department of Justice in the performance of its official duties?
The Attorney General can disregard it and pay no attention to
it whatever, and therefore what we passed yesterday amounts
to nothing, so far as being obligatory is concerned.

Mr. LONGWORTH. At least it is using moral suasion.

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It amounts to nothing at all
Let me ask this question of the gentleman: The House itself
proposes to do nothing, although the honor of every Member of
the House is impugned. We propose to leave it all to Mr.
Daugherty, the Attorney General. Suppose Mr. Daugherty at
the end of two weeks, the period just mentioned by the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. LoNeworrH], reports that there is nothing
in the case?

Then there will be no evidence to show what he did, what
Mr. Crim did, the man who denounced his own witnesses
yesterday; there will be no evidence to show whether the
House has done anything or he has done anything. All he
does will be kept secret under the law, and then what is
the position of this House, every one of us having our honor
impugned?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I think the gentleman approaches the
question from the wrong point of view. The only reason why
we have a right to demand from the Department of Justice
the evidence that it has is under our constitutional power to
punish or expel our Members. It is not to approve anything
that any Member of the House has done. It is to disapprove
what he has done. Now, I am not willing to assume that we
are asking this information for the purpose of punishing our
Members, I repeat as I said yesterday, I have absolute and
complete confidence in the integrity of both of the gentlemen
named, and I have no idea the House will be called upon to
punish them. ;

Mr, STEVENSON. Will the gentleman yield now?

Mr. LONGWORTH. I will

Mr. STEVENSON. The gentleman says he would be willing
in two weeks to vote for a resolntion like this. Under the rul-
ing the Chair has just made this is the last time this resolution
would be privileged. Now, is the gentleman prepared to pro-
vide a method by which it would be privileged if we should
decide to take it up again?

Mr. LONGWORTH. If the gentleman will take his rule
book, if he has such a thing, and read the rules, he would find
out how it would be possible to bring it before the House.

Mr. STEVENSON. I am entirely familiar with that; but
will the gentleman assist us in bringing it before the House
according to its rules?

Mr. LONGWORTH. There is no difficulty in the world in
bringing such a resolution before the House, It ean be re-
ferred to the Committee on Rlules at once and reported. If the
gentleman was more familiar with the rules, perhaps he would
not ask the question.

AMr. CHINDBLOM. Would the gentleman be willing to
ascertain whether the minority leader would be willing to post-
pone action on this resolution for two weeks and for it to
retain its present status?

Mr. LONGWORTH. 1 think, gentlemen, such action as the
gentleman from Tennessee now contemplates, while I know
that his only motive is to protect the honor and dignity of the
House, is illy advised at this time. I think no good can come
from it either to the membership of the House or to the indi-
vidual Members named. [Applause.]

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I should like 1o
ask, before T begin, if there is any other gentleman, now that
debate is pending, who wants time in opposition to the resolu-
tion : if not, it is my purpose at the conclusion of what I have
to say to move the previous question. If there is anyone who
wants time in opposition, I would be glad for him to take it
now. [Cries of “ Vote!"]

Mr. Speaker, I wish to get clearly before the House, if I can,
the thought which is in my mind concerning this resolution.
This resolution, except as to the * whereas,” is an exact dupli-
cation of that which I introduced, I think, on Tuesday last,
yesterday a week.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. If the gentleman will permit an
inquiry?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois, 1 notice In reading the resolution
it has no provision sueh as is ordinarily carried for the pay-
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ment of the expenses of such committee out of the contingent
fund. Did the gentleman do that intentionally?

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. The gentleman will recall that
that would defeat its privileged character. Then it would have
to go to the Committee on Accounts.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I had not thought of that.

SEVERAL MEMBERS. Read the rules,

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. At the time the original reso-
lution was introduced by me I had never heard an intimation
of the name of a Member of the House. I had no idea whether
the grand jury report, which, so far as I then knew, was merely
an alleged report, had reference to Members of this body or
Members of the Senate. Hence the first thing which this se-
lect committee was directed to ascertain was * whether said
two Members of Congress so charged are Members of the House
of Representatives,” and if so, then to proceed farther, of course
the theory being that if they were found not to be Members of
this body, then this body would cease to consider the matter
further.

There has never been the slightest party idea In my mind.
I have not the slightest personal or party interest in the
passage of this resolution, but I am convinced that it is the
duty of this House, under the constitutional status which it
has and under the conditions which now prevail, of itself to
make the investigation in regard to itself.

Mr., BEGG. WIll the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I will

Mr, BEGG. Supposing that the resolution would pass and
that the committee would be appointed. The minimum time in
which they could be really at work would be probably a week.
Now, let us suppose that within 10 days the grand jury actually
begins the Investigation of this particular phase of that report.
Would we not only be spending useless money but would it not
be rather ludicrous? If the grand jury is dilatory in starting
then we would be justified; and it would seem to me if the
grand jury makes a finding of fact and sustains it and should
report, we are again justified in getting to the facts; but until
we know the grand jury is being dilatory, does not the gentle-
man think that a reasonable time should elapse so as to give
them a chance to start?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I think the difference between
the gentleman from Ohio and myself is this: He is willing to
submit to a grand jury an investigation in regard to the honor
and dignity of the House to the exclusion of the House itself
doing anything. There is nothing in this resolution now that
will prevent the Department of Justice from proceeding if it
chooses to proceed, but I am unwilling to say that we ourselves
of ourselves can not investigate ourselves and must submit our
honor and dignity to the keeping of a grand jury. [Applause.]

Mr. BEGG: Will the gentleman yield for a further question?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. 1 will.

Mr. BEGG. The gentleman is in error when he states that
the gentleman from Ohio would prefer to have the Department
of Justice investigate the honor and dignity of the House; that
is not my position at all.

I maintain that the honor of the House is not at stake until
the fact is developed. Now, if we had no machinery to ascer-
tain the criminality, then the case would be otherwise; but
we have the machinery to punish erime, and this House does
not undertake to punish erime; it only undertakes to vindicate
itself after it has been rinned against. :

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Quite right; and if any one of
its Members has been gullty of violating the henor of the
House, of course to deal peremptorily with him. Now, this
resolution, my colleagues, is not designed either to persecute
or to protect Members.

Mr. HERSEY. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr, GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield.

Mr. HERSEY. Suppose this resolution that you have before
you should pass this House. Would it not automatically stop
at once the use of the evidence now in the hands of the De-
partment of Justice, that we want and need under that resolu-
tion—automatically stop the prosecution by the Department
of Justice of any charge that we have in that grand jury now
being investigated and now in the hands of the Department
of Justice?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Every gentleman, as T reeall,
who is a member of the great committee of which the gentle-
man from Maine is such a distinguished member, who dis-
cussed that question yesterday, who touched directly upon that
propogition that the gentleman is now discussing, specifically
assured us that the appointment of a special committee would
not interfere with the procedure in the Department of Justice,
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Mr, HERSEY. Did a member of the committee discuss
that?

Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gen-
tleman yield?

AMr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes.

Mr., GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. As I recall the discussion,
and especially that part of it in which I participated, we re-
ferred to a paragraph which a distinguished Democrat, mem-
ber of the Committee on the Judiciary, caused to be inserted,
which recited that under the ecircumstances, if a committee
were appointed, if the House proceeded, that then the Attorney
General would rest and not do anything, out of ethical consid-
eration for the House proceedings. That was distinetly ad-
mitted by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SumNErs] as the
only reason why the appointment of a commitiee was op-
posed—becanse it would prevent the Department of Justice
from going on. If the Attorney General said that was his
plan, we liave no power to change his opinion or his decision.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. My recollection is that the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sumyers]—and if the gentleman
is present he will correct me if I am in error—stated repeat-
edly in the course of his argument that there was no reason
why the appointment of a special committee should at any
time interfere with the action of the Department of Justice.
The substance of the argument of the gentleman from Texas
was that we pught not, by again calling upon the Attorney
General to furnish the names and the nature of the charges,
to zive him an excuse for not proceeding further. )

Mr. BEGG. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not want to use more
time than I yielded to the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. BEGG. I ask the privilege of bringing out one more
point. I shall not use more time. .

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield.

Mr. BEGG. And it is on the question of the defense of the
honor of the House.
every time there comes a rumor quite generally circulated about
the action of any Member, which if true wouild tend to violate
the honor of the House, Is it the geéntleman’s position that
every time that rumor comes about he wants a special com-
mittee appointed to investigate it before the ascertainment of
the facts in the court?

AMr. GARRETT of Tennessee. No; that is not my position;
and I never would have intreduced this resolution if it lhiad been
predicated alone on newspaper reports, I think we have had
too much of that in the past.

Mr. BEGG. T agree with the gentleman on that.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. But this report in the news-
papers was predieated upon the report of the grand jury.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee, I yield.

Mr. BLANTON. 1 take it that if this subcommittee is ap-
pointed, to get a starting point the first step would be to go to
the Attorney General and get what information he has, I pre-
sume that would be the starting point. Would not that violate
the position, which impressed me very much yesterday, taken
by my colleague from Texas [Mr. Sumyers]? He said it would
give the Attorney General an excuse for lying down on the
proper prosecution of the cases. Now, if we appoint a special
commiitee and the committee sees fit to have the Attorney
General bring to that committee his papers or information,
would we not in effect be giving him the same excuse to which
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sua~ers] referred?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, fhe gentleman
from Texas did not say that the appointment of a special com-
mittee——

Mr, BLANTON. I did not say that.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. What he sald was that if we
insisted upon calling for the names, the Attorney General would
make that an excuse for ceasing the operations. This is not
asking for the names, nor is it necessary for them to' go to the
Attorney General's office to begin.

Mr., BLANTON. But they could do that if we appointed

them.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. This commitiee could, but
whether it would or not I could not say.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes

Mr. RANKIN. With reference to the statement made by
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SuMners] yesterday, which is
found on page 4116 of the Recorp, he uses this language:

Use your heads.  This House has the power to appeint a special com-

mittee If it wonts to. toizo to the Bottom of this thing. The Attorney
General's office is not the only source of information.

Is the gentleman’s position this: That

Mr, HASTINGS. Mr Speaker, will the gentleman yield for
another quotation on that point?

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Let me say this before gen-
tlemen press me further upon this matter: I agreed with the
gentleman from Ohlo [Mr. Lonewortr] that I would yield to
himr as much time as I have used. I want to keep that promise
to him. T think now that I have used more time than the
gentleman used.

Mr. HASTINGS. The exact question was asked later on
of Mr. SUMNERS——

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I would like to keep faith
with the gentleman from Ohio on that matter. I want to make
just thls further observation, that while the original resolution
was adopted without the slightest intimation of a name—and
I had no more idea as to what Members might possibly be
involved than did the man in the moon—yet that which has
ocenrred since reinforces my opinion that there should be a
special committee.

And that is predicated upon the fact that the gentleman
from Kentucky [Mr. Laxerey] and the gentleman from Mary-
land [Mr. Zrarmax] have themselves risen and stated they
understood their names were being used and have themselves
virtually demanded of this body that there be created a
forum in which there might be a speedy determination of the
facts in so far as those facts related to their official duties
and their official integrity as Members of the Congress of
the United States. [Applause.]

While I belleve we are independent of their appeal, yvet as
a protection to the House itself and as a preservation of
its own dignity and of its own censtitutional rights I think
we should create a commitiee which need not interfere with
the Department of Justice. In addition to that I believe we
now owe it to those gentlemen to have this special committee
created. I believe the resolution should prevail, and Mr.
Speaker, I move the previous question on the adoption of the
resolution; [Applause.] A ; )

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee. moves the
previous question on the resolution.. ;

The previous question was ordered. $i it

Mr. LONGWORTH.. Mr. Speaker, I move to refer the res
lution to the Committee on Rules.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker; I make the point
of order that the previous gnestion has been ordered.

The SPEAKER. A Member can always move to commif,

Mr. LONGWORTH. I could not make the motion until the
geutleman had moved the previous question and the previous
question had been ordered. That is the proper time for such a
motion.

The SPEAKER. The rule specifically provides that—

It shall be in order, pending the motion for or after the previons
question shall have been ordered on its passage, for the Speaker to
entertain and: submit a motion to commit, with or without instruec-
tions.

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, T have not that
rule before me, but does that apply to a House resolution as
well as to joint resolutions and bills?

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that—

When the previous question has been ordered on a slmple resolution
(as distingunished from a joint resolution) and a pending amendment,
the motion to commit should be made after the vote on the ameud-
ment,

So the Chair thinks it applies to everything.
Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary in-

uiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Is the motion of the gentleman from
Ohio debatable?

The SPEAKER. It is not.
ordered.

The question i8 on the motion of the gentleman from Olio to
commit the resolution to the Committee on Rules,

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. GarserT of Tennessee) there were—ayes 148, noes 182,

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was faken: and there were—yens 138, nays
197, answered * present " 2, not voting T4, as follows;

The previous question has been

YEAS—158.
Ackerman Bacon Dixler Buller
Aldrieh Rarbour Toies Cable’
Andrew Beedy Burdick Campbell
Anthony Beers Burtness Chindblom
Bacharach Begg Datton Christopherson
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possible, and if the evidence warrants it, to punish anyone that
is found guilty.

To-day we are asked to appoint a committee of five from
the Members of this House who shall have power to take
absolute charge of this same matter, empowered to send for
persons and papers, administer oaths, and sit during sessions
of the House and any recess thereof at such place or places
as may be necessary to discharge the dutles imposed. And,
further, that the Speaker of the House is authorized to issue
subpornas to witnesses, Sergeant at Arms to serve them, and
that the committee shall report to the House as promptly as
possible the results of its investigation, with any recommenda-
tion it deems advisable.

Now while the evidence in thls case 13 before the grand jury
in the hands of the Department of Justice with Instructions
to proceed with that evidence in the usual and customary and
lawful manner provided by the courts and the Constitution, we
are asked to create a new tribunal that lacks the power of a
grand jury and the resources of the Department of Justice.
Any report from such a committee must be incomplete and un-
satisfactory.

If this committee in face of the vote of yesterday by this
House should demand of the Attorney General the evidence in
liis possession and before the grand jury that the committee
may consider the evidence and that evidence is turned over
to ao House committee then the Attorney General ought to
be impeached and removed from office,

There are those around me who claim to be friends of the
Members accused who say they want to do the best thing for
their friends and they are voting for this new resolution for
ithe appointment of lis new tribunal, this committee of five,
under the plea that they are friends of the accused., I say in
closing as I said in the beginning, if we do this out of friend-
ship for our Members then our prayer still ought to be, “ God
save me from my friends.”

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY.

The SPEAKER. To-day is Calendar Wednesday.
will call the roll of committees.

INCREASE OF COAST GUARD FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT,

Mr. WINSLOW (when the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce was called). Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill
(H. . 6815) to authorize a temporary Increase of the Coast
Guard for law enforcement.

The SPEAKHER. The gentleman calls up the Dbill,
the Clerk will report by title,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. The
Touse will antomatically resolve itself Into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration of
ihe bill (H. I}. 6815) to authorize a temporary increase of the
Coast Guard for law enforcement.

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration
of the bill H, R, 6815, with 'Mr, MappeN in the chair.

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of H. Ti.
6315, to authorize a temporary increase of the Coast Guard for
law enforcement.

Mr, WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the first reading
of the bill Lbe dispensed wlith.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there
objection?

AMre. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I think the bill ought to be
read for the information of the committee, and I objeect.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill.

The Clerk read the bill as follows:

Re it enacted, ete., That the Becretary of the Navy Is authorized to
transfer to the Department of the Treasury, for the use of the Coast
Guard, such vessels of the Navy, with thelr outfits and armaments,
s can be spared by the Navy and as are adapted to the use of the
Const Guard.

Sec: 2. (a) The President is anthorized to appoint, by and with the
advice and consent of the Senate, the following temporary officers of
the Coast Guard: Two captains, 13 commanders, 25 lleutenant com-
manders, 48 lleutenants, and 42 lieutenants (junlor grade) and ensigns,
of the line; and 1 commander, 11 lleutenant commanders, 19 lieuten-
ants, and 40 licutenants (junlor grade) and ensigns, of the Engineer
Corps,

{b) Buch temporary officers while in service shall recelve the same
pay, allowatices, and benefits #s permaneat commissioned officers of
the Cloast Guard of corresponding grade and length of service, except
that no sueh officer shall be entitled to retirement because of his
temporary commission.

The Clerk

which

(¢) Temporary appointments shall continue until the President
otherwise directs or Congress otherwise provides.

Sec. 8. Permanent commissioned officers of the Coast Guard may
be given temporary promotion, in order of senlority and without ex-
amination, to fill any such temporary grades. Notwithstanding such
temporary promotion, any such officer shall continue to hold his
permanent commission and shall be advanced in lineal rank, promoted,
and retired in the same manner as though this act bad not become
law. .

Suc. 4. (a) AN original temporary appolotments under this aect
shall be made in grades not above that of lieutenant, in the line or
the Engineer Corps, and shall be made only after the candidate has
satisfactorily passed such examinations as the President may pre-
scribe. No person shall be given an original temporary appointment
who is more than 40 years of age.

(b) The names of all persons appointed under this section shall
be placed upon a speclal list of temporary officers, as distinguished
from the lst of permanent officers, of the Coast Guard. The Presi-
dent is authorized, without regard to length of service or seniority,
to promote to grades not above leutenant, in the line or Engineer
Corps, or to reduce officers on such special list, within the number
specified for each grade, and he may, in his discretion, call for the
resignation of, or dismiss, any such officer for unfitness or misconduct.

8ec. 6. (a) Under such regulations as he may preseribe, the Presi-
dent ig authorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the
Senate, 25 temporary chief warrant officers of the Coast Guard from
the permanent list of warrant officers of the Coast Guard.

(b) Buch chief warrant officers shall receive the same pay, allow-
ances, and benefits as commissioned warrant officers of the Navy,
except that any such officer shall continue to hold his permanent
grade, and shall be retired in the same manner as though this act
had not become law.

Segc. 6. Under such regulations as he may prescribe, the Secretary
of the Treasury is authorized to appoint temporary warrant officers,
and t0 make special temporary enlistments, in the Coast Guard. No
person shall be entitled to retirement becfuse of his temporary ap-
pointment or enlistment under this sectlon,

Sec. 7. Nothing contalned in this act shall operate to reduce the

grade, rank, pay, allowances, or benefits that any person in the Coast

Guard would have been entitled to if this act had not become law.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to this bill
on the minority side, and I ask for recognition in opposition to
the bill

The CHAIRMAN, The Chalr understands that under the
rule the right to recognition in opposition to the bill would go
to a member of the committee if there were a member of the
committee opposed to the bill. The Chalr would like to ask
whether there is any member of the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce opposed to the bill and wishes recogni-
tion in opposition to it.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, if not, I claim recognition.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I also rose to ask
recognition in opposition to the bill. I would like to ask
Whefhﬁl-; the gentleman from Texas proposes to vote against
the bill?

Mr. BLANTON.
substitute for it.

The CHAIRMAN,
the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

The CHATRMAN., Is the gentleman from Maryland opposed
to the bill?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am opposed to the bill, and ask
recognition.

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that at this time the chairman of the committee is entitled to
priority of recognition.

The CHAIRMAN, Certainly.

Mr. CRAMTON. And that the question of who is entitled
to recognition in opposition may properly be settled when the
time comes for some one fo be recognized in opposition to the
bill.

Mr. DLANTON. We might just as well settle it now and
then we will know how to apportion the time.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman from Texas does not require
any great amount of notice to get a speech ready.

Mr. BLANTON., There are some other gentlemen over here
that want some time.

The CHAIRMAN,

I certainly do, and I shall try to offer a

Is the gentleman from Texas opposed to

Does the gentleman from Michigan make

a point of order on the settlement of this question?

Mr. CRAMTON. At this time; yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, that is clearly a matter
within the discretion of the Chair.
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The CHAIRMAN. 1 think the point of order is not well
taken. I wish to say that the matter is entirely within the
discretion of the Chair and it has been customary, always,
when a member of the committee is not found in opposition to
the bill demanding time to give that time to some member of
the minority of the House, not to a member of the majority of
the House, and since no other gentlemen, except the gentleman
from Maryland and the gentleman from Texas, have risen ask-
ing for recognifion, the Chair feels constrained to recognize
the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. I reserve the time, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inguiry. I
understand the gentleman from Texas is saying that he is
opposed to the bill, but he is going to offer a substitute which
might strengthen the very terms of the original enactment he
is in opposition to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not see a parliamentary
inquiry in that. There is no parliamentary question before the
House for decigion at this time. The gentleman from Texas
stated definitely he was opposed to the bill.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, as I see .it, the gentleman
from Texas wants an enactment even stronger than the one
proposed by the committee.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am absolutely against this
bill and am going to vote against every feature of it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not know what is in the
mind of the gentleman from Texas., The gentleman from
Texas says he is opposed to the bill and, of course, the Chair
on that statement is bound to recognize him as a member of the
minority of the House,

Mr, CELLER, Should not the Chair go beyond the mere
letter of what the gentleman from Texas states and go into
the spirit of what he intends to propose? I am on the minor-
ity side and I oppose this bill in toto.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair can not understand what the
gentleman is intending to propose. The Chair is not a mind
reader. ;

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the regular order.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is
recognized for one hour.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House,
this bill came before the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce at the request of that department of the Govern-
ment which had to do with the enforcement of the Volstead
Act. The preliminary story can be made very short, as can a
statement in respect of the subject matter of the bill. It ap-
pears that the department which is charged with the enforce-
ment of the Volstead Act is of the opinion that it can be
helped very materially In its work if put in a position to con-
trol the delivery of intoxicants for beverage purposes by way
of the high seas. Such a condition prevails, or is reported to
prevail, along the coast of the United States, Alaska, Porto
Rico, the Philippines, and wherever the law applies.

Through departmental arrangement the Coast Guard has
been assigned for some time, as part of its cares and tribula-
tions, the enforcement of liquor enforcement law as pertaining
to the high seas. The Coast Guard has not reached out for this
new job, but being a United States department, with a long
record of fine service, they take whatever is wished om them.
It has come to pass that as between the Navy of the United
States and the Coast Guard, after a continuation, maybe, of
diplomatic negotiations of the “Alphonse and Gaston” order,
the Coast Guard finds itself lined up to do this work. It has
been made clear by the department which has to enforce the
law to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce
thut it is Decessary to have more and different ships for the
Coast Guard if it is to do its contemplated work within the
requirements thus far set up for the Coast Guard.

The original plan suggested comprehended the construetion
of new ships particularly adapted to general Coast Guard
work but suitable for operations in connection with the en-
forcement of the Volstead Aet. The original idea was prob-
ably wise for the reason that the Coast Guard is now short of
ships for doing that wonderful work of rescue, salvage, and so
on, for which it is so well known; but the administration and
one department and another having to do with expenditure
matters have concluded that it is not wise at present to invest
the amount of money which would be required to build en-
tirely new ships, and, further, they have concluded that the
‘work of enforcement could be more quickly undertaken and in-
creased if we were to use ships already owned by the Gov-
ernment.

Consequently it has been worked out that a number of what
are called second-class torpedo-boat destroyerd, which are see-
ond eclass only in respect of their size and eapacity, be handed

over to the Coast Guard, and the plan comprehended, but not
set forth in this bill, will also involve the construction of several
other types of smaller craft; but with that we now have noth-
ing directly to do.

The committee comes before the House and so on to the
committee with the bill which you probably have in your hands
and which provides for three general classes of legislation, the
first one to provide for the transfer of some 20 torpedo-boat
destroyers to the Coast Guard from the Navy and likewise a
couple of mine sweepers. It also provides for the establishment
of a proper personnel to man such an increased Coast Guard
fleet, and then, again, it makes general provisions under several
headings to govern the well-being of officers and enlisted men
gho may be connected with this angmented service of the Coast

uard.

Mr, FATRCHILD. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., WINSLOW. Yes.

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Has the committee estimated the cost of
that to the Government?

Mr. WINSLOW. The cost to the Government for making
over the 20 destroyers and the construction of other ships
which would augment them—Ilittle craft under power—would
be about $13,000,000. The cost for maintaining the increased
personnel to operate those ships has been estimated in round
numbers at the rate of $334,000.

Mr. SCHNEIDER. That is, per year?

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes; $334,000 per year.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes. i

Mr. BLANTON. This bill provides that the President shall
appoint 191 temporary officers in the Coast Guard. How many
extra enlisted men would be required to bring the force up to
the required number? I refer to the extra personnel which
will be required for these extra 191 officers.

Mr. WINSLOW. The inquiry, I think, is a pertinent one
and I ought to know, but I can not answer the gentleman
offhand. It may be in the hearings, and it may be that some
member of our committee will recall that particular point.

Mr. BLANTON, Will the gentleman have one of his com-
mittee tell us.

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes; if I can.

Mr. BARKLEY. Myr. Chairman, if the gentleman will per-
mit, this bill does not involve the appointment of 191 officers.
It involves an increase in the commissioned personnel of 149,
but it provides for the temporary advancement of 52 from the
enlisted personnel to commissions in the Coast Guard Service,

Mr. WINSLOW. That probably is correct.

Mr. BARKLEY. That iz only temporary.

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. The Coast Guard Service was unable to
say how many would be required in the enlisted persontel to
man these ships because of their character and their inability
to predict in advance whether they could get a full comple-
ment of men for all these ships, on account of the fact that it
is a temporary employment and on account of the character
of the service to be required.

Mr. WINSLOW. The gentleman reflects my recollection
of it.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I am sure that both the
gentlemen from Massachusetts and the gentleman from Ken-
tucky want to be accurate. Here is what the bill provides in
section 2:

Sec. 2. (n) The President is authorized to appoint, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, the following temporary
officers of the Coast Guard: Two captains, 13 commanders, 25 lieuten-
ant commanders, 48 lientenants, and 42 lieatenants (Junior grade)
and ensigns, of the line; and 1 commander, 11 licutenant commanders,
19 lecutenants, and 40 licutenants (Junior grade) and ensigns, of the
Englneer Corps.

If that does not put 191 exira temporary officers into this
Coast Guard, then I can not count figures.

Mr. WINBLOW. The gentleman may be right, but, like many
other figures, they do not prove the point at issue. The num-
ber will have to be provided for, if that is possible, but by
advancing men already in the Coast Guard to fill many of
them the requirements for actual new talent to go in there are
very greatly reduced.

Mr, BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, WINSLOW. Yes.

Mr. BANKHEAD, Are these vessels proposed to be placed
at the disposal of the Coast Guard Service now actually in com-
mission by the Navy Department?

Mr, WINSLOW. The only job they have now probably is
that of collecting barnacles.
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~ Mr. BANKHEAD. Are they practically obsolete or are they
just laid up becnuse of nonuse?

Mr. WINSLOW. I think there is no necessity for them, and
they belong, generally speaking, to the * Sons of Rest” in the
Navy.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Is it to be a permanent transfer of these
naval vessels to the Coast Guard or is it only temporary?

Mr. WINSLOW. The provision says temporary, and the
gentleman is as able to tell what that temporary feature may
be in respect to enforcement of the law as I am,

Mr. BARKLEY. The testimony of Admiral Billard, who is
the head of the Coast Guard, with reference to the point made
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Braxtox], if the gentleman
from Massachusetts will permit, is as follows:

If you will add wp the number of officers contained in section 2 you
will find that it comes to 201. We are asking, however, only for 149
additional officers, because the other 52 represent temporary promo-
tions of officers now in the service, whose places are not to be filled,

Mr. WINSLOW. Quite so.

AMr. BARKLEY. So that the total number of officers over
and above the present force would be 149 new men.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr. WINSLOW. Certainly.

AMr. BLANTON. One hundred and forty-nine extra officers.
The gentleman from Massachusetts knows that when they are
appointed there will be 149 promotions of other officers of the
line.

Mr. WINSLOW. Perhaps.

Mr. FATRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield
further?

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes,

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Has the committee considered what per-
centage of enforcement will result from this additional ex-
pense to the Government?

Mr. WINSLOW. We are all still out of the insane asylum.
[Langhter.]

Mr. VINSON of Georgia.
yield?

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgin. Will the gentleman furnish the
committee information as to the number of men that will be
required to man these various ships?

Mr., WINSLOW. The gentleman means enlisted men?

My, VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. WINSLOW. They could not tell. They said it would
depend largely upon how the work developed and the necessities
of the ships. However, they do not expect to require the
number of men they would have on board each of these ships
for naval purposes.

Mr, SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. WINSLOW. Yes.

Mr. SPEAKS. Would it not be possible to detail from
some other service the officers and men required for this
purpose?

Mr. WINSLOW. Such as what?

Mr. SPEAKS. The Navy, for Instance.

Mr. WINSLOW. No.

Mr. SPEAKS. Why?

Mr, WINSLOW. The gentleman Is a little too many for me.

I am going to be perfectly frank about it. The Navy Depart
ment and the Coast Guard both agreed that it was not a feas-
ible thing, and the committee did not go back of their state-
ments.

Mr, SPEAKS. I want to suggest that if this were a condition
confronting the State of Massachusetts and not the Federal
Government and it devolved upon the Goverpor of Massachu-
setts to meet the situation, he would immediately detail from
the Naval Militia or the National Guard such force as might
be necessary to combat the evil

Why does not the same principle apply here and allow these
services to come from the Navy Department? ‘Why should not
men enlisted for an emergency purpose, with confessedly a
serfous situation confronting our Government, be detailed?

Mr. WINSLOW. Well, that Is an illustration as to Massa-
chusetts which the gentleman perhaps is better advised on
than I am.

Mr. SPEAKS. I mean, why should not they be detailed for
this particular purpose?

AMr, WINSLOW, The thought of the two departments was
that they have not regarded this as feasible or possible to be
advantageously worked ont. To dig clear to the bottom of your

Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman

ingquiry would be quite a job, T presume,

Mr, SPEAKS. Does the gentleman really think that is a
sufficient explanation of the situation and a reasonable excuse
for not ecarrying out some such program? Say, for instance, it
Is frequently reported in the press of the country that a fleet
of vessels is lying some 10 or 12 miles off the Atlantic coast
for the sole and specific purpose of violating the laws of the
United States. Now, would it be an unnatural thing to do if
those charged with the enforcement of the laws should detail
four or five naval vessels of snitable character to go out and
see what is going on, at least? It would not be necessary to
take any very radieal action.

Mr, WINSLOW. I am not going to let the gentleman make
a speech in my time, but I will answer any question.

Mr, SPEAKS. To reduce it to a question, does not the
gentleman think that some such plan as I am suggesting 1s
entirely feasible and proper?

Mr. WINSLOW, I do not have any information which would
warrant me in forming a jndgment.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. T think the gentleman will recall
that the admiral in charge of the Coast Guard, in response to a
question from mygelf on the same lne the gentleman Is asking
about, said that the Attorney General of the United States has
ruled that the Navy ecan not be used for that purpose, that it
Is a function that belongs to the Treasury Department, and
therefore belongs to the Coast Guard, and the Navy could not
he used.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Right on that point as to what the
Attorney General has ruled——

Mr. WINSLOW. I yield to the gentleman from California.

Mr, LEA of California. I ean glve the gentleman some in-
formation as to the estimnted number of officers and men. The
additional officers would be 149, warrant officers 418, enlisted
personnel 3,789,

Mye. SCHNEIDER.

Mr. WINSLOW, I will

Mr. SCHNEIDER. It is assumed this will be a permanent
commission as long as the so-called prohibition exists?

Mr. WINSLOW. Well, T am not an expert on the future: I
am not an astrologer. [Laughter.]

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I eall the attention of the chairman
of the committee to the eighth nnd following lines on page 15
of the hearings, which are as follows:

Mr, Crosser. What is the general scope of the Coast Guard Service?
Admiral BriraArp. The general duties?

Mr. Cnrossen. Yes

Admiral Bitcarp, Well, that is a rather long story

Mr. WINSLOW. DMr. Chairman, I shall have to be pro-
tected from the gentleman making a speech in my time. I
shall he glad to yield if he asks a question.

Mr. BLANTON. Would the gentleman mind yielding for a
question? Does the gentleman know of any provision in our
Constitution that prevents the President from using the Navy
to enforece such a situation as this?

Mr. WINSLOW.. To be truthful, I will admit that I am the
only Member in this House who is not a constitutional lawyer.
[Laughter and applause.] If the information has been given
that is desired, it will be a pleasure to me to yield, and I
reserve the remainder of my time.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
[Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, T claim {o be
as strong a prohibitionist as there is in this House or in the
country. I have been a prohibitionist all my life. T live it as
well as preach and vote it. T am like my distingunished friend
from Ohio. General Smerwoopn, I have yet to take my first
drink. I guess some of you may think that T have missed a
whole lot. But I have gotten along without it. I have helped
to dry numerous counties in Texas, probably as many as has
any other one man there, and I am for a nation dry as strict
proliibition can make it.

But I am not for this bill and I am not geing to vote for it,
for it is but a wasteful pretense and sham and will place in
the hands of the Secretary of the Treasury, who has never
enforced the prohibition laws, additional means to evade the
law. This bill adds 175 commissioned officers, 418 warrant
officers, and 3,789 enlisted men to our naval personnel, making
in all 4,282 additional men to go on our ships more than we
have employed at this time. What is the necessity of appoint-
ing 175 extra officers and 418 extra warrant officers and 3,789
extra men to go on our shipg? We already have in our Navy
7,783 officers and 86,242 enlisted men and we already have in
our Marine Corps 1,132 officers and 20,300 enlisted men, all
of whom are anxious for something to do. Why ecan not we

Wil the gentleman yield?

hag used 17 minutes.
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use them? Why should we take on 4,282 more men, including
175 more commissioned officers? What is the necessity? Have
we not facilities enough already to do exactly what you are
attempting to do by this bill? Are we to be estopped by the
so-called legal opinion of a politician temporarily at the head
of the Department of Justice, who never has been a profound
lawyer and never will be one? [Applause.] He is the only
one who has said that the President can not use the Navy in
suppressing liquor smuggling. What else do we do by this bill
that is now before the House?

Mr. CRAMTON. Will the gentleman yield while he is speak-
ing of the use of the Navy in this work?

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield.

Mr. CRAMTON. What would the gentleman think of the
effectiveness of this work being under a Navy in charge of
Admiral Plunkett, for instance?

Mr. BLANTON. I would put it under the charge of the
President, as Commander in Chief, and not Admiral Plunkett;
but T would say I would rather have the law enforced under
Admiral Plunkett than under Mr. Secretary of the Treasury
Mellon, because I have found that an officer of the Army or
Navy, I do not care what his personal bellefs are on a ques-
tion, when you give him a military order to do something he
does it, regardless of his own belief. [Applause.] I do not
believe in putting the liguor enforcement in the hands of any
man who is financially interested in the distilleries of the
country. [Applause.] It ought to be placed elsewhere.

There is not one word in the Constitution of the United States
that would prohibit the Congress from granting to the President
the right to use both the Army and the Navy in suppressing this
smuggling of liquor into the United States, There are ample
precedents for it. Congress has done just this thing more than
once heretofore in the history of our Republic. Let me cite
geveral such acts by the Congress of the United States.

If you will turn to the Statutes at Large of the United States,
volume 2, page 426, you will find the act of March 2, 1807, en-
titled:

An act to prohibit the importation of slaves into any port or place
within the jurisdiction of the United States—

And so forth. And from page 428 1 quote section T of said
act, as follows:

SEc, 7. And be it further enmaoted, That if any ship or vessel shall be
found, from and after the 1st day of January, 1808, in any river, port,
bay, or harbor, or on the high seas, within the jurisdictional limits of
the Unlited Ssates, or hovering on the coasts thercof, having on board
any necgro, mulatto, or person of color, for the purpose of selling them
as slaves, or with the intent to land the same In any port or place
within the jurisdiction of the United SBtates, contrary to the prohibition
of this act, every such ship or vessel, together with her tackle, ap-
parel, and furniture, and the goods and effects which shall be found
on board the same, shall be forfeited to the use of the United States,
and may be seized, prosecuted, and condemned, in any court of the
United States having jurisdiction thereof. And it shall be lawfuol for
the President of the United States, and he is hereby authorized, should
he deem it expedient, to cause any of the armed vessels of the United
States to be manned and employed to cruise on any part of the coast
of the United Statea or Territories thereof, where he may judge at-
tempts will be made to vielate the provisions of this act—

And so forth.

So you will see that way back in 1807 the Congress of the
United States, having the Constitution fresh In their minds,
had the courage to pass a statute turning over to the President
the Navy, not merely its boats and armaments, but Its officers
and men as well, and telling the President to use same in sup-
pressing the smuggling of slaves into the United States. If the
Congress had the right in 1807 to pass such a law, why has not
the Cougress in the year 1924 the same right to pass a similar
law? But let me give you another precedent. If you will ex-
amine the Statutes at Large of the United States, volume 12,
page 255, you will find that on July 13, 1861, the Congress
passed an act entitled: “An act to provide for the collection of
duties on imports,” and so forth, and from page 257 I quote
section 7 of said act, as follows: ’

8ec. 7. And Ve it further enacted, That in the execution of the
provisions of this act and of the other laws of the United States
providing for the collection of duties on imports and tonnage it may
and shall be lawful for the President, in addition to the revenue
cutters In service, to employ in aid thereof euch other suitable vessels
as may, in bis judgment, be required.

And said act gave authority to the P'resident to use the militia
as well as the Navy to enforce the provisions of said act.

Again, let me repeat that whether an admiral believed in
prohibition or not, whether he was addicted to drinking or not,

A
Le would obey the orders of his superior officer, and the Presi-
dent of the United States is the Commander in Chief of the
Army and Navy, and if he gave orders to an admiral to stop
smuggling on a certain coast you could bet your life that such
sindugglmg would be stopped, for that admiral would obey
orders.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. In a2 moment. Here is our distingnished
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Butrer], a man whom we all |
love and whom everybody loves. I want to say that his dis-
tinguished son, a general in the Marine Corps, Gen. Smedley
Butler, is no *goody-goody " sort of a fellow. He is a man
who would take a drink if he wanted one, thouzgh I do not
know whether he ever wants one or not. He is not a strict
prohibitionist in any sense of the word, so I have been told.
He has likely never run with prohibitionists so very much since
he left his father's home. [Laughter.]- He has been In the
service, thrown with all kinds of men.
thMr'? BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield

ere -

Mr. BLANTON. But I want to say this: That when the
great city of Philadelphia could not enforce the Iaw it asked
for that great man from our Marine Corps to be loaned te them,
and our Government loaned him to the city of Philadelphia,
and he took his general's uniform off, and he has been enforcing
the law to the letter in that great city ever since. And I want
to say that whenever that banquet is held by the American
citizens in his honor, which is to come off before very long, If I
am in the State of Texas or anywhere else T am going to
traverse the United States to Philadelphia to be present and
h;alp do] honor to one of the greatest men in this Nation. [Ap-
plause, ;

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. ABERNETHY. Is not the enforcement of the law in a
large measure now, so far as the ocean is concerned, in the
Coast Guard?

Mr. BLANTON. Partially so; but, unfertunately, the head
of all enforcement is in the Treasury Department.

Mr, ABERNETHY. What other agency of the Government
could we use?

Mr. BLANTON. T will tell you in just a minute.

Mr., HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON.  Yes. !

Mr, HUDSON. Does not the gentleman know that it is on
record of General Butler, that while he is the enforcement ofti-
cer of Philadeiphia he takes no drink? Put that in the Rrcorp,

Mr. BLANTON. Of course he does not drink while enforc-
ing prohibition, because he is honest. But when he wore a
general’s uniform in the Marine Corps he was not enforcing
prohibition, and he may then have taken a drink whenever he
saw fit, though I do not know whether he did or not.

Mr, COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I know that the gentleman wants to
see the law enforced. Has the gentleman any reason to believe
that if the Coast Guard is given the appropriation and these
men it will not enforce the law?

Mr, BLANTON. I have not gotten that far yet.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. The gentleman knows, In the first
place, that they are the Revenue Cutter Service of our country.
They gunard our shores. That is not the work of the Navy. I
believe they are in a better position to enforce the law against
rum runners than the Navy itself.

Mr. BLANTON. You know this: That this country is being
filled with liquor all the fime, and it is still coming in here.

AMr, BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY, What intimate knowledge has the gentle-
man: as to the proclivities of General Butler for drinking,
either within or withount the service, and what relation has that
to this bill? "

Mr. BLANTON. I do not know personally that he ever took
a drink in his life. I can only speak from information. I
know that it is reported that when he became enforcement
officer of Philadelphia he said, “ I will not take another drink,”
and he has not taken one since, so I am informed. I infer
from that that he formerly took one when he wanted to, though
he may not have wanted to.

Mr. BARKLEY. It may be that the remarks of the gentle-
man might do General Butler a great injustice.

Mr. BLANTON. I thank the gentleman from Kentucky. If
I get permission to revise my remarks I will put that in. I
will say that there is not a man in the United States who has
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a higher regard for General Butler than I, whether he ever
took a drink or not.

Mr. UPSHAW rose.

Mr. BOYCE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield first to the gentleman from
Georgia [Mr. Upsaaw]. He is about the best-informed gentle-
man on that sabject that I know of.

Mr. UPSHAW. I was going to ask the gentleman about the
proprieties, as suggested by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr.
Bargrey]. I was going to ask him to revise his speech in his
reference to General Butler. General Butler stated that while
originally he was not a prohibitionist, he would not take a
drink while he was engaged in enforcing the laws in Phila-
delphia.

Mr. BLANTON. I can only say to the gentleman that I
can delete my own remarks, but I can not those of the gentle-
man from Georgia—— J

Mr., UPSHAW. I say this because I would like to erown
General Butler as an efficient man, loyal to his oath, But I
do not think any officer of the Army or Navy ought to drink
the liquor outlawed by the Constitution of his country,

Mr. BOYCE. Now, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. BOYCE. Is not the gentleman discussing extraneous
matters?

Mr, BLANTON. I am only answering questions. T have
promised time to others, and I do not wish to consume much
time myself.

Mr. BOYCE. I was going to ask if the gentleman's remarks
were pertinent fo the merits of the bill. But the gentleman is
always interesting. Will not the gentleman please confine
his remarks to the merits of the bill?

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, will the
for a question?

Mr. BLANTON. I will if it is on the bill

Mr. SCHAFER. Do you not think that the so-called menice
caused by rum smuggling will diminish if we allow and per-
mit the manufacture of 2§ per cent beer?

Mr. BLANTON. I do not answer any questions directed
against the Constitution of the United States. [Laughter.]
There are numerous lawyers on this floor, some of national
repute. I want to ask any one of them to get up here and say
whether he knows anything in the Constitution that keeps
this Government from using the Navy under Jjust such cirenm-
stances as these? If there is a lawyer here, I yield to him
now if he claims that there is anything in the Constitution
that keeps us from so using the Navy. I pause for reply.
I see that there is no one arises to make that chaim,

Mr. UPSHAW rose.

Mr. BLANTON. Just n moment, Are you a lawyer?

Mr. UPSHAW. No; I am not a Iawyer.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I yielded to lawyers, not to laymen,
I yielded only to lawyers.

Mr. UPSHAW, Just a moment. I am not a Inwyer, but I
am a constitutional patriot enough to know that the President
has the right to employ the Navy if necessary to protect the
Constitution of the country.

Mr. BLANTON. Why does he not do it, then, Harry Daugh-
erty to the contrary notwithstanding? [Applause.]

Mr. UPSHAW, - I agree with the gentleman.

Mr. BLANTON. I want to say that there is a way to enforce
the prohibition laws without these additional 175 new commis-
sioned officers, these 418 new warrant officers, and these 3,789
extra men. There is a way in which you can use the men,
concerning whom there was something said about barnacles
from inactivity by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr.
Winscow] a while ago.

Mr. WINSLOW. Will the gentleman allow me to correct
him?

Mr., BLANTON. Yes; certainly.

My, WINSLOW, I referred to ships, not to the men.

Mr, BLANTON. I thought when the gentleman referred to
the ships he was referring also to what the ships carried.

Here is a resolution which I introduced on January 3, 8
Joint resolution, which has the same force and effect of a bill.
House joint resolution.

Whereas in purposed disregard and violation of the fundamental
laws of the Natlon organized bands of rich and influential conspirators
of national and international prominence are engaged in the pefarious
business of unlawfully smuggling intoxicating liquors, narcotics, and
aliens into the United States; and

Whereas hundreds of thousands of American

gentleman yield

laborers are now

unable to obtain employment and are without means and opportunity
of earning a livelihood for their families, and sald smuggled aliens

are constantly robbing them of jobs as same become avallable, thus
taking from the mouths of American wives and little children the
necessities of life; and many of such smuggled aliens are lawless
thugs and anarchists who hate all forms of eivilized government, and
whose policy and purpose here is to tear down and destroy rather
than to build up, and whose presence, acts, and whereabouts our
Government has no means of checking or keeping any record thereof;
and

Whereas by reason of the fact that on our north the boundary be-
tween the United States and Canada 1s 3,970.7 statute miles, and
(counting tidal shore line, unit measure 1 statute mile) on our east
the Atlantic coast is 11,679 miles, and on our south the Gulf coast
is 6,418 miles, and the boundary between the United States. and
Mexico is 1,993 miles (sinuosities of river counted), and on our west
the I'acific coast is 3,765 miles, it is impossible with eivil officers
alone to properly police and guard such borders, and it iz impossible
for civic authorities alone to stop such law violations, which are be.
coming so prevalently stupendous as to bring our fundamental laws
into national and international disrepute, and to seriously menaco
our institutions; and

Whereas in certain States and in certain large citles like New York,
Philadelphia, and Baltimore the local authorities are in open rebellion
and Insubordination against the eighteenth amendment to the Con-
stitution of the United States and the laws passed Ly Congress in
enforcement thereof, and such authorities not only fall and refuse to
enforce such laws and to cooperate with the Government in enforcing
same but also they, by their public actions, invite citizens to ignore,
belittle, and violate same at wlll and in open definnce of the Constitu-
tion and laws of the United States Government, permit scores of un-
lawful saloons tn be run daily in such cities, unlawfully selling intoxi-
cating lquors to thousands of citizens, and eivil officers of the United
States take their lives in their hands whenever they attempt to arrest
any of sald offenders, numerous civil officers of the Government having
been ruthlessly murdered while performing such dutles, and in many
instances local officers of cities have resisted Government officers in
making arrests; and

Whereas section 8 of Article 1 of the Constitution of the United
States directs Congress to make rules for the government and regula-
tion of the land and naval forces, and to provide for calling forth the
militia to execute the laws of the Union; and

Whereas section 2 of Article II of sald Constitution constitutes the
President of the United States the Commander in Chief of the Army
and Navy and of the militia of the several States when called into
actual gervice of the United States; and

Whereas section 3 of Article II of said Constitution provides that
the President shull have the laws of the United Stames faithfully
executed ; and

Whereas the * bootleggers " of tlie world know that practically all of
our revenue cutters are old, slow, and obsolete, few capable of making 12
knots per hour, and such bootleggers are operating boats of greater speed,
while our Navy owns destroyers capable of maklng 25 knots per hour and
owns numerous submarine chasers, many being surplus, and many of
which can make 18 knots per hour, and which cost the Government over
ten times the price at which our Navy has been offering them for sale,
and many belng suitable for use in suppressing smuggling : and

Whereas we now have in our Army 11,574 oflicers and 116,663 cn-
listed men, and we now have in our Navy 7,783 officers and 86,242 en-
listed men, and we now have-In our Marine Corps 1,132 officers and
20,300 enlisted men, upon whose hands the monotonous routine of peace
time always hangs heavily, and which aggregate force, malntained and
paid through burdensome taxation of the people, could promptly suppress
all unlawful smuggling into the United Btates, and all rebellious de-
fiance of our Government and its Constitution and laws of the United
States, without impalring the morale of such forces or the security of
o country ; and

Whereas using the Army and Navy In suppressing smuggling and re-
belllous deflance of our Government and laws would save the people the
expense of furnishing them other amusement, such as sending a great
fleet on a trip to Panama, the press reporting to-day that “ Admiral
Coontz had just weighed anchor for Panama, where he will command
15 battleships, 4 light cruisers, (3 destroyers, 11 submarines, and S7
airplanes " ; and

Whereas the mere passage of this resolution authorizing the Presi-
dent {o use the *Army and Navy will immediately strike terror into
the hearte of all offenders and cause such crimes to stop: Therefore
be it

Resolved, eic, That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to use and employ the entire naval and military forces
of the Unlted States, including the militia, the entire facllities of the
United States Shipping Board and the United States Shipping Bonard
Emergency Fleet Corporation, the entire facilities of the inland and
constwise waterways service, and the resources of the Government, or
so much of any of the above as he may deem necessary, in suppress-
ing all such unlawful smuggling into the United States, and in sup-
pressing all such rebellious defiance of our Government and its Consti-
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tution and laws, and to enable the President to bring such insubordi-
nmate Iaw violations to a successful termination, and to faithfully
execute the laws of our Republic as required of him by the Constitu-
tion, all of the resources of the country are hereby pledged by the
Congress of the United Btates.

I want to ask my friend from Massachusetts [Mr, WinsLow],
I want to ask this Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, and I want to ask every Member present
why should not there be such a resolution as that passed if you
honestly want fo stop the smuggling of Intoxicating liquor
into the United States?

Mr. EPROUL of Kansas.

Mr. BLANTON. I yield.

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Does not the gentleman's resolu-
tion, in speclally authorizing the President to use the Army
and the Navy of the Nation to enforce these laws, assume that
the President does not now have that authority?

Mr. BLANTON. Attorney General Daugherty has held that
he has not, and, beeause of such holding, I am seeking to have
the Congress give him the authority, so there will no longer
be any question about it. The President is not enforcing these
laws now. I Know that President Harding, our deceased
PI'resident, decided that he would enforce them; I know that
shortly before his death he intended to enforce them, and I
believe that if he had lived he would have made a special
effort to have these laws enforced by this time.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I know the gentleman wants to be

fair. He knows the President of the United States has asked
Congress to pass this bill in order to help him enforce these
laws?
- Mr. BLANTON. That is what I am talking about now.
Why did not he ask for the Navy? We have it already. It
would not cost anything extra. Its 94025 officers and men are
idle. I think this bill is a foolish bill. With these additions,
the combined Coast Guard can not watch even a small part of
one coast. The gentleman from Ohlo knows how highly I
regard him and his ideas on this question. I stand right with
him, shoulder to shoulder, on this prohibition question, but
thig bill will not stop smuggling, and we all know it.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I do not know whether the gentle-
man intended to leave the impression or not, but he made the
statement that the President of the United States was not
enforcing these laws.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, is he?

Mr. COOPER of Ohio.
enforce them.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, is he enforcing the prohibition Iaws?

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. If the gentleman wants him to en-
force these laws he will support this bill.

Mr, BLANTON. 1Is he now enforcing them?

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. He is doing the best he ean with the
material he has.

Mr. BLANTON, That is the trouble. He has not the ma-
terial, and this bill does not give him the proper material.
I want to ask the distinguished gentleman from Ohio and this
committee, with all the coast we have, the Atlantic coast and
the Pacific coast, the hundreds of miles along the Mexican
border and the hundreds of miles along the Canadian border,
whether they believe that with these 175 extra commissioned
officers manning as many ships as they can man they can
adequately guard that coast?

Mr, STEPHENS. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLANTON. I will yield, but first I want to let my
colleagues answer that if they can. Do any of you think that?

Mr. WINSLOW. If the gentleman is asking that directly
of me I will answer that I do not think they can.

Mr. BLANTON. Then why does the gentleman propose this
futile bill?

Mr. WINSLOW. I make that statement for this reason:
That the Government of the United States, the President, and
all the others, are no more competent to get 100 per cent per-
fection in results desired than is the gentleman himself as a
legislator. [Applause.]

Mr. BLANTON. But the President can get results with the
Navy, and I want to give him the Navy and let him get re-
sults. I want to say this: I know a distingunished young man
in Washington who has been to Annapolis; he was marching
down the street here not long ago and a well-dressed, fine-look-
ing man, about 35 or 40 years old, stopped him and said, “I
see you are wearing your Annapolis insignia,” a ring or watch,
or whatever it was, The young man said, “ Yes,” The man

Will the gentleman yield?

Will anyone here say he is?
He asks for this bill so that he can

sald, “Are you a navigator?” The young man said, “ Yes;
I have had training at Annapolis.” This man said, “ Well, L
will tell you; you are the very man I need.” He said, * I want
to make a proposition to you."” He took him off and this was
the proposition he made. He said, “I have been employed in
the Revenue Cutter Service; I have been stationed on the coast
of Florida and have been working at it for several years.”
He said, *“We condemned a liquor smuggling boat that we
caught down there some time ago and it was such a fine one
that I saw a chance to make some money, and I bought it in,
with some little help that I was able to get.” He said, “I
have resigned my position, and it is just 90 miles from our
coast down there over to where we can get all the liquor we
want.” He said, * We can make $12 net profit a case easily.”

Mr. KINDRED. More than that.

Mr. BLANTON. He said, “ We can make $12 a case net
profit and not risk a dollar under the agreement I have made
and we do not run any risk, and we can bring numerous boat-
loads across each week.” He said, “I know of a little inlet
down there which I do not believe is known to anybody else,
where we can come in and land, but,” he said, “I need a
navigator, and if you will come in with me I will guarantee
you $1,000 a month.” That was his proposition to this young
ensign of this Government. But the young fellow happened
to be honest and he said, “ You are talking to the wrong man.”

Mr. STEPHENS. Will the gentleman yield now?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. STEPHENS. If we furnish the Navy and all of the
Army and put them into this service, does the gentleman think
they could enforce these laws?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes; they could. And they would stop
smuggling. I will tell the gentleman what I believe. If you
would pass such a resolution as the one I read you to-day,
giving the President of the United States not the Army but
just the Navy to enforce this law, I do not believe you would
have very many attempts at smuggling after it became gen-
erally learned by smugglers. I honestly believe that. Do not
ever believe that the foreign smugglers, like that English lord
who urged men to subseribe to his project and said, * I will
gnara}ntee you so much profit and return on your money every
month."

Mr. STEPHENS. How about the Canadian border?

Arbl:]lr. BLANTON. The same way it could be protected by the
ny.

Mr. STEPHENS,
would you not?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes, as to land borders; but so far as our
water fronts are concerned you would strike terror into every
smuggler of the world if they knew our Navy was after them.

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield? /

Mr. BLANTON. I yield.

Mr. SCHAFER. You have just related a little story which
impressed me as belng a conspiracy to defeat law enforce-
ment. Being a strong advocate of law enforcement, have you
reported the little incidents as you related them to us a few
moments ago to the proper officers, so they can watch these
men who want to willfully violate the eighteenth amendment?

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman would have me wasting my
time reporting one case when there are thousands of such
cases of law violations over the United States. I am not en-
gaged as a revenue-enforcement officer or as a liquor-enforce-
ment officer. I am a legislator here, busy all the time in the
House. I am looking at the question from a broad, funda-
mental, national standpoint and not looking at one little vio-
lator. I am looking at the question with the purpose and the
intent to stop it nationally.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota and Mr. KINDRED rose.

Mr. BLANTON. I am sorry I can not vield to further ques-
tions. I promised to yield some time to others, and I am not
going to take up any more time. I reserve the balance of my
time, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hicr].

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from
Texas also said he would yield me 10 minutes.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman. I bhave promised so much time and so much of
my time was taken up with questions——

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Can not the gentleman yield me
the 10 minutes the gentleman said he would yield me?

Mr. BLANTON. I yield the gentleman five minutes.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I would like to
ask the gentleman if he can not yield me the 10 minutes he
agreed to yield.

You would have to have the Army, too,
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Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chalrman, when I yielded time fto
the gentleman it was on the assurance that the opposite slde
would not yield any time at all

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the
time the gentleman from Massachusetts yielded me. I told him
the gentleman from Texas had promised me 10 minutes, but
I doubted if I would get it, in view of the many questions being
asked the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, may I say that I took up
much more time because of questions than I intended, and that
is the reason I can not yield the gentleman 10 minutes.

N The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maryland has the
00T,

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I have five minutes, have T not?

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is recognized for 10
minutes.

[Mr. Hmr of Maryland was given permission to revise and
extend his remarks.]

Mr. HILIL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, on
March 6 the Senate passed the Treasury appropriation bill,
which we had previously passed, and on page 25 there is this
item:

Total, Coast Guard, exclusive of commandant’s office, $10,516,044,

On February 12 there was reported into this House, and
there will soon be taken up for consideration, the first defi-
ciency appropriation bill. At page 36 of the first deficiency
appropriation bill appears the following item:

In all, Coast Guard, $13,887,007.07T.

Gentlemen of the committee, this makes an appropriation of
$24,403,851.07 for the Coast Guard for the ensuing year. This
is §2,157,384.01 more than your total appropriation for the
Navy in 1890. Your appropriation for the Navy in 1890 was
$22,246,567.06. Your appropriation for 1910 was $137,779,550.31.

Now, gentlemen, you are asked to spend an additional $13,-
000,000 of the people’s money. 1 am against this bill, and Y
must confess T am against this bill with a great deal of hesita-
tion, because I dislike very much to be against anything that
is specifically advocated by the President of the United States,
and the President of the United States does advoeate this. I
invite your attention to page 19 of the hearings before the ¢om-
mittee containing the letter of the President to the Speaker of
the House, in which he calls attention to the alleged necessity
for this expenditure of nearly $14,000,000, and in which he sums
up the need of equipping 20 torpedo-boat destroyers at $100,000
each and the other items. The President’s letter, with part of
the letter from the Director of the Budget, is as follows:

Tae WHite Houss,
Washington, February 1, 192},

The SrEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESEXTATIVES.

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith for the consideration of
Congress supplemental estimates of approprintions for the Treasury
Department for the fiseal year 1924, for increasing the equipment and
personnel of the United States Coast Guard, amounting to $13,8535,989,

The purposes of the appropriations requested, the necessity therefor,
and the reasons for the submisslon of the estimates at this time are
set forth in the letter of the Director of the Bureau of the Budget
transmitted herewith, with whose comments and observations thereon
1 concur.

Respectfnlly, CaLyix CooLipoe.

Bresiu OF THE BuoeET,
Washington, February 1, 198}

Sm: I have the honor to submit herewith for your consideration,
and upon your approval for transmission to Congress, supplemental
estimates of appropriations for the Treasury Depariment for the fiseal
year ending June 30, 1924, for increasing the eguipment and personnel
of the United States Coast Guard, amounting to $18,853,989.

In your annual message to the Congress, referring to your duty to
enforce the laws preventing violation of the prohibition amendment to
the Constitution, you presented the need of greatly strengthening the
United States Coast Guard to prevent smuggling, and expressed your
opinion that a supply of swift power boats should be provided for this
purpose.

Here is the most Important portion of the letter of the
Director of the Budget:

Briefly summarised, the estlmates provide for the procurement by
transfer from the Navy Department of the 20 torpedo-boat destroyers
of the second line and the 2 mine swecpers or other similar type of
vessel sbove referred to; also for the building er purchase of 223
“ eabin eruiser’™ type motor boats, with necessary equipment, inelud-
ing radio installation; the building or purchase of 100 * Seabright

dory " type motor boats, with neecssary cquipment; the reopening of
19 life-saving stations now on the inactive list ; the orgnnization of 24
sectlon bases for supervising the activities of the vessels and boats
engaged In the prevention of liguor smuggling; the establishment of
8 recelving stations for the equipment and training of recruits; and
the necessary provisions for pay and allowances of the temporary
commissioned and enlisted personnel; for rations, supplies, equipment,
travel, contingent expenses, and other Incldental items ; and finally
for an increase in the clvllian personnel at Coast Guard headquarters
to handle the greatly increased administrative work which will un-
doubtedly result from the increased activities.
The details of the estimates submitted herewith are as follows :

Coast Guard, 1924 (additional vessels and boats) :

Conditioning and equipping 20 to edo—hoat.dastm -
ers, ut $100,000 cach b " $2, 000, 000
Conditioning and equipping 2 mine sweegers or other
sultable type of vessel, at $55,000 eacho__________ 110, 000
Construction of 223 “cabin crulser” type motor
boats, at $37,500 each i 8, 262, nnn
Z{F:.'qui mm;it for fsarlnneé !qcéud{}n ;gd&o outfita_________ d
onstruction o * Seabr or, type motor
boats, At $47.500 each . ooe ooy 8, 882, 500
Equipment for same, at $125 each 12, 500
Total > 12, 1984, 900
Ee=s—1
Coast Guard, 1924 :
Pay and allowances of commissioned, warrant, and en-
listed personnel, ete 945, 179
Rations or commutation thereof for petty officers and
other enlisted men__ il 807, 001
Fuoel and water for vessels, statlons, and houses of
{1 T R S R e e a 170, 783
Outfits, ship chandlery, and engineers’ stores________ 265, 351
Rebullding and repalring stations, ete._____________ 24,775
Gratuities to dependent relatives of deceased officers
and enlisted men (act of June 4, 1920) __________ 2, 5no
Mileage, travel exp ete i 100, 000
Contingent exy , ete o4, 333
Total 1, 645, 622

The expenditure called for is $13,853,980 in addition to the
$10,516,944 you have already appropriated for the Coast Guard
for the ensuing year.

I hesitate, as I say, to oppose such an appropriation, but T
do not think you can let your enthusiasm for law enforcement—
and “law enforcement ™ In this bill means prohibition enforce-
ment, attempted enforcement of the Volstead Act and the
eighteenth amendment, and does not mean general law enforce-
ment—you can not aliow your hysteria for prohibition enforce-
ment to blind you to the essential facts of the case.

What is the status of the Coast Guard?

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
vield for just a short question?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am sorry 1 can not yleld at this
time. I will yield later.

I invite your attention to page 15 of the hearings, on which
are the matters on which I attempted to question the chairman
of the committee. There are only a few lines, and I will read
them :

Mr. Crosser. What is the general scope of the Coast Guard Service?

Admiral BiLrarp, The general dutfes?

Mr. Crosspr. Yes. «t

Admiral Briuarp. Well, that i8 a rather long story, hecause one of
the characteristics of the Coast Guard is the great multipliclty of its
duties. We become part of the Navy In time of war, or whenever the
President shall so direct,

I also want to invite your attention to page 5 of the hearings,
a portion of which I will now read, in which Admiral Billard
says this kind of work for enforcing probibition is new to the
Coast Guard and not their regular business:

Mr. SanpERs. In selecting these officers it would be a Httle more
difficult than to get officers for regnlar Coast Guard work, will it not?
That is, this sort of work for the Coast Guard I8 not as desirable as
oridinary Coast Guard work. How do you find that?

Admiral BrLLArp. Of course, it 18 a different kind of work. You
see, our regular Coast Guard officers are trained three years In the
academy and are carefully picked. We know that we have got to
carry them, if they behave themseives, for the rest of their lives. We
are extremely careful about it. These officers are all temporary offi-
cers, corresponding to the temporary officers that the Navy took in
during the war,

In view of these statements, I ¢an not believe that the pro-
posed legislation will be effective if passed. Furthermore, the

Coast Guard now can be put under the Navy for any purpose
Congress desires, at the direction of the President.

I have in my hands the opinion of the Attorney General of
the United States. The Attorney General suys that under
existing 1law the President can not order the Navy to enforce
the national prohibition act, but he does cite on page d0G of




1924.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

4049

his opinion numerous cases In which the President of the
United States has used the Navy when he deemed an emer-
gency existed.

The Attorney General says that there is nmo present emer-
gency which justifies the President to use the naval power,
but the Atftorney General shows clearly that you can—Con-
gress can—place the Navy at the disposal of the President
for this temporary purpose. The opinion of -the Attorney
General has been offen misquoted and I ask you fo read it
It is as follows:

Usk oF NAvVAL FORCES IN THE ESFORCEMENT OF THE NATIONAL
PROHIBITION ACT.

The President has no authority to use the naval forces in the en-
forcement of the national prohibition act when no emergency exists.

There can be no emergency authorizing the President to call out
the naval forces to enforce civil and ecriminal laws until the courts
and civil departments of the Government are no longer able to en-
foree them,

There are no unlawful obstrnections, combinations, or assemblages
of persons or rebelllon against the authority of the Government
of the United States in the enforcement of the mational prohibition
act nnd of the revenue laws of the United Btates such as to render
it impracticable to continue to enforce these laws by the ordinary
course of executive and judicial proceedings.

DErarTMENT OF JUSTICH,
September 13, 1023,

Kt ¢ T have the honor to acknowledge receipt of your lelfer request-
ing my opinion as to whether it lies within your power to use the
naval forces of the United States in the enforcement of the national
prohibition act, in the absence of a national emergency, and whether,
if such question is answered In the negative, an emergency now
exists such as to authorize you to eall upon the Navy to help enforce
the civil and eriminal laws of the United States.

The constitutional powers of the President are expressed in Article
11, section 2, of the Constitution of the United States, as follows:

©“(1) The executive power shall be vested in a President of the
United States of Amerfca, * * *

“gge. 2, (1) The Pregident shall be Commander in Chief of
the Army and Navy of the United States, and of the Militia of
the several States, when called into actual service of the United
Bfateg: ' % '"¢ =

“ Sm 3_ L] L L]
fully executed: ©* *

The constitutional powers of Congress are expressed in Article I,
gection 8, of the Constitution of the United States, as follows:

“ gpe, 8. (1) The Congress shall have power to lay and collect
taxes, duties, imposts and exeises, to pay the debts and provide
for the common defense and general welfare of the United States;
L] - L3

“{11) To declare war, grant letiers of marque and reprisal,
and make rules concerning eaptures on land and water;

%(12) To raise and support armies, * * *

#“(18) To provide and maintain a Navy; * * *

“(14) To make rules for the government and regulation of the
land and naval forces; * * *

#(15) To provide for calling forth the militia to execute the
laws of the Union, suppress insurrections and repel invasions;
L L] L

#(18) To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper
for carrying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other
powers vested by this Constitution In the Government of the
United States, or in any department or officer thereof.

wgpe, 9. (7) No money shall be drawn from the Treasury but
in conseguence of appropriations made by law; * ¢ "

In pursuance of its constitutional powers the Congress at an early
date in the history of our Government established a Navy as one of
the war arms of the Government and a Department of the Navy to
administer the naval power authorized by the Constitution.

Revised BStatutes, sectlons 415 and 417, taken from the act of
Congress of April 3, 1798 (1 Stat. 553), provides:

“ 8ge, 415, There shall be at the seat of government an
executive department, to be known as the Department of the
Navy, and a Secretary of the Navy, who shall be the head
thereof; * * =

* SEc. 417. The Secretary of the Navy shall execute such orders
as he shall receive from the President relative to the procure-
ment of naval stores and materials, and the construction, arma-
ment, equipment, and employment of vessels of war, as well as
all other matters connected with the Naval Establishment.”

Under Article 1, section 9, of the Constitution, supra, by act of
Congress the heads of departments of the Government are required
annnally to communicate estimates of expenditures and appropriations
needed for the various branches of the Government for the following

He shall take care that the laws be faith-

fiscal year to the Secretary of the Treasury and to the Presideat, | propriation bills, such as

who shall transmit the same to Congress with information on the
state of the Unlon, making such recommendations as he may deem
appropriate.

Section 8678 of the Revised Statutes, relating to appropriations by
Congress, provides:

**All sums appropriated for the various branches of expenditure
in the public service shall be applled solely to the objects for
which they are respectively made, and for no others.”

In accord with the statutes providing for the estimates of the ex-
penses of the Department of the Navy and the maintenance of the
Navy the Congress on January 22, 1923, passed an act appropriating
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1924 (42 Stat. 1134) :

“For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses, exclusive of
personal services in the Navy Department or any of its subor-
dinate bureaus or offices at Washington, D. C., arising at home
or abroad, but impossible to be anticipated or classified, to he
expended on the approval and authority of the Hecretary of the
Navy, and for such purposes as he may deem proper, $40,000."

Naval vessels are men of war and in time of war are used for
war purposes. In time of peace section 1534 of the Revised Statutes
provides—

“The President is authorized to keep In actual service in
time of peace such of the public armed vessels as, In his opinion,
mny be required by the nature of the service, and to canse the
residue thereof to be laid up in ordinary in convenient ports.”

In the light of the above review of the constitutional provisions
and statutory regulations necessary for comsideration of the subject,
your two questions will be consldered in their order following:

{1) May the President of the United States use the naval forces
to enforce the national prohibition act when there is no emergency?

(2) Are there conditionk of violations of the national prohibition
act authorizing him to lawfully declare an emergency of law en-
forcement to exist and to call forth the maval forces to enforce the
national prohibition act and revenue laws of the United States in
our territorial waters?

The Congress has passed no special statute authorizing the Iresi-
dent to use naval vessels to enforce -the natlonal prohibition act
within our territorial waters, nor to execute the civil or criminal
laws of the Uniled States, except in cases of emergeney, as provided
for in sections 5298 and 5818 of the Revised Stathtes of the United
States,

There seems to have been but one instance in the history of our
country in times of profound peace when Congress did aunthorize the
use of naval vessels to enforee the civil or criminal statutes of the
United States directed against individuals and when and where no
emergency existoed.

Article T, section 9, of the Constitotlon permitted the importa-
tion of slaves into the United States up to January 1, 180K,

March 2, 1807, the Congress passed an act to prohibit the importa-
tion of slaves into any port or place within the jurisdiction of the
United States from the 1st day of January, 1808, and provided that
it should be lawful for the President of the United Btates to nse the
naval forces for the purposes of enforcing sald act against the slave
trade (2 Stat. 420, 428)., Under authority of sald statute the
President of the United States used naval vessels to enforee the act
of Congress against the slave trade.

July 13, 1861, the Congress passed an emergent act (12 Stat.
255, 257) providing that where the collection of duties on imports
at ports of the United States where insurrection existed were re-
sisted by forece or by combination or assemblages of persons too great
to be overcome by officers of customs it should be lawful for the
President to” employ such part of the Army, Navy, or milifia of the
Unlted States as might be deemed necessary for the purpose of en-
forcing the customs laws.

It would therefore seem that Congress did not consider that tha
President of the Unlted States possessed the power to use the naval
forces in time of peace for the execution of clvil or ecriminal laws
without its expressed authorization.

There are some statutes authorlzing the President to use the naval
forces under certain circumstances, such as to execute processes of
courts when officers of the United States are unlawfully obstructed
from doing so; to protect the timber of the United States; to execnte
the guarantine laws; to protect extradited prisoners; to observe the
neutrality of our couniry; to expel forelgn offenslve vessels; to
suppress insurrections and rebellions, and robbery on the high seas;
to aldl distressed navigators, salvage vessels, and remove derelicts;
and to prevent the slave and coolie trade. However, none of thess
special statutes confer authority for the use of the naval vessels to
enforce ordinary civil and ecriminal statutes soch as the national
prohibition act and the revenue laws. ke

Instances have been ecited where naval vessels have been sent by
the TI'resident to protect national rights and cltizens in  foreign
countries and to perform misslons of mercy for people in distress,
but the power to put the Navy to such uses is found In special ap-
the act of January 22, 1923, supra, pro-
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viding for unforeseer contingencies. Enforcing the eivil and eriminal
laws of the United States can hardly be classed as unforeseen c¢on-
tingencies.

It has been =uggested that the President by virtne of his com-
bined constitutional powers, as Commander in Chief of the Army,
Navy, and militin, when in the service of the United States, and the
duty that rests upon him to see that the laws are enforced, may use
the Navy to enforee the elghteenth amendment and the national
prohibition aet within our territorial waters.

The Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Johnson o.
Bayre (158 U. B. 109, 114) quoted the clauses of the Constitution
empowering Congress to provide and maintain a Navy and to make
rules for the government and regulation of the land and naval forces
of the United States, and, commenting thereon, rald:

“ Congress is thus expressly vested with the power to make
rules for the government of the whole Regular Army and Navy at
all times; and to provide for governing such part only of the
militia: of the several States as, having been called forth to
execute the laws of the Union, to suppress insurrections, or to
repel invasions, is employed in the service of the United States.™

While the particular clause of the Constitution in issue in that
ease wus that anthorizing the Congress “ to make rules for the govern-
ment of the land and naval forees,"” the Bupreme Court declared that
Congress is thus expressly vested with the power to make rules for
the government of the whole Regular Army and Navy at all times,
The clanse of the Constitution authorizing Congress *to provide
and maintain a Navy” confers on it the power of determining when
and for what purpose the naval forces of the United States may be
used. It follows that the constitutional provision constituting the
President the Commander in Chief of the Army, Navy, and militia
would not give power to use the Navy in a manner other than as
aunthorized by Congress.

The appropriations made by Congress for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1024, are specially allotted for specific objects with the ex-
ception of the appropriation of $40,000, which is to cover emergencies
and extraordinary expenses arising at home or abroad impossible to
be anticipated or classitied. Surely expenses incident to the en-
forcement of prohibition and internal revenue laws could not come
under such designation.

Congress having thus expressly limited the uses of public funds,
the Executive may not disregard such limitations when interposed
within constitutional powers. ‘1 am of the opinion, therefore, that you
have no authority to use the maval forces in the enforcement of the
national probibition act when no emergency exists,

The second question presented ls—

Are there such violations of the national prohibition act and of
the revenue laws within the territorial waters of the United States
as authorize the President to declare an emergency to exist and eall
out the naval forces to execute the civil and criminal laws?

Bection 5298 of the Revlsed Statutes provides—

* Whenever, by reason of unlawful obstructions, combinations,
or assemblages of persons, or rebellion against the authority of the
Government of the United States, it shall become impracticable,
in the judgment of the President, to enforece, by the ordinary
courge of judicial proceedings the laws of the United States
within any State or Territory, it shall be lawful for the Presi-
dent to call forth the militia of any or all the Btates, and to
employ such parts of the land and naval forces of the United
Btates as he may deem necessary to enforce the faithful execution
of the laws of the United States, or to suppress such rebellion,
in whatever Btate or Territory thereof the laws of the United
Statés may be forcibly opposed, or the execution thereof foreibly
obstrocted.”

And section 5318 of the Revised Statutes provides—

“In the execution of laws providing for the colleetion of
duties on imports and tonnage. the President, in addition to tha
revenge cutters in service, may employ in aid thereof such
other suitable vessels as may, in his judgment, be reguired.”

Both these statutes were Civil War acts and were passed to em-
power the Pregident to use the naval forces In the States in insur-
rection to collect the import duties where their collection was unlaw-
fully resisted and where the execution of the laws of the United
States was unlawfully obstructed and could not be enforced in the
ordinary course of executive or judiclal proceedings.,

An emergency authorizing the President to call the military and
naval forces to execute the laws exists only when by reason of anlaw-
ful obstruction, combinations, or assemblages of persons, or rebellion
against the authorities of the United States, it becomes impracticable
in the judgment of the President to enforce the laws by the ordinary
course of executive or judicial proceedings.

There can be no emergency authorizing the President to eall out the
naval forees to enforee elvil and eriminal laws until the courts and
the elvil departments of the Govermment are no longer able to enforce
them.

While there have been numerous violations of the national prohibition
act, both on land and within our territorial waters, there have been
no unlawful obstructions of the functions of the courts or restraint
of thelr processes, or of the Coast Guard, the Division of Customs,
the prohibition unit, nor of the marshals and their deputies of tha
Department of Justice. All the departments of the Government are
funetioning and making a steady advance against lawless elements.

In general the prohibition act is being enforced. There are stub-
born exceptions in congested locallties in some of which local support
hag not Leen rendered, There are places where publle opinfon is un-
friendly and the enforcement of this law is difieult. But I can not
belleve that such isolated cases constitute a national emergency within
the meaning of the act of Congress above quoted.

I am, therefore, of the opinion that there are no unlawful obstruc-
tions, combinations, or assemblages of persons, or rebellion agginst
the authority of the Government of the United States in the enforce-
ment of the prohibition statutes, such as render it Impracticable to
continue to enforce these laws by the ordinary course of executive
and juodicial proceedings.

Respectfully,

To the PRESIDENT.

You will see from this opinion that no emergency exists, but
that Congress can put the Navy at the disposition of the Presi-
dent at will, and thus save $13,887,007.07.

The Committee on Appropriations has held lengthy hearings
and, according to the statement of the heads of the Coast
Guard, Admiral Billard and Commander Root, there is a war
golng on which is a rebellion or an invasion of the United
States, although apparently the Attorney General dissents. If
you will read the testimony of the Coast Guard people who
want these extra ships and men, and also extra motion, you
will think the United States is menaced; but I hold in my hand
what the gentlemen on the prohibition side of this House onght
to regard as sacred literature, and I am going to read to you
the statement of Federal Prohibition Commissioner Roy B. .
Haynes that all this talk about smuggling being the great source
of prohibitlon violation is bunk; and if you believe Roy B.
Haynes, all the gentlemen who favor this pending bill are
propagandists for the bootlegger. I invite your attention to
this book, Prohibition Inside and Out, published in the news-
papers serially as * Marked for death by rum runners” as an
official story but copyrighted and, I understand, a source of
over $200,000,000 of profit to, of, and by Roy B. Haynes.

From page 15 I quote the following:

It is virtually impossible to buy good whisky from the fliieit-ligunor
interests in the United States to-day.

What the bootlegger offers as high-grade imported whisky or hottled-
in-bond stuff is nelther. In 95 per cent of the eases or more it 1s
moonshine—not pure and simple, but watered, thinned down, adul-
terated, and fearfully doctored with chemlcals, many polsonous, to give
it color, a * kick,” and a bead.

The moonshine still is the bootlegger’s chief souree of supply. TFrom
what other place can he get his liquor in quantity? Surely not from
the rigidly controlled bonded warehouses; they are eliminated at once,
As to smuggling liquor, some, it iz true, is brought into the conntry,
but not one-tenth as much as the illegal traffic would have us believe,

When reports of huge smuggling operations are cirenlated it should
be remembered that the illicit-liquor interests are conducting a great
and elaborate propaganda campaign to diseredit law enforcement, and
that the spreading of such reports is part and parcel of that eampaign.
No bootlegger, of course, is willing to admit that he can obtain only
adulterated moonshine. Hence fanciful tales of the wet wave sweeping
in on our coasts and other related falschoods swung from mouth to
mouth to hide the real and dangerons origin of what the bootlegger
‘has to sell.

I protested against Haynes's use of the word “ official ” on the
newspaper publication of this story, because if it was * official ?
it should not be copyrighted and sold to a few papers, but be
given to all. The Treasury required Haynes to drop the word
“ official,” but if Haynes is fit to be prohibition commissioner
we must credit these statements,

I again invite the attention of the committee to pages 69, 70,
and 71 of the so-called official statement of Federal Prohibition
Commissioner Haynes, which, as T understand it, is sold at $2.50
per volume. Under the head of * Running the Ilum Blockade,”
Mr. Haynes says:

It was a new thing when the " rum fleet” was first heralded as
rocking at anchor outside of the 3-mile limit off the Jersey coast.
There was an Impudeot daring about the proceeding that sent the
story booming over the wires to newspaper front pages everywhere,
The * wets ™ chortled with glee. 'They foresnw a difficult task for the
Government in finding means to plug this leak that seemed so big,

Hamey M. DavGHERTY,
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What they did not realize, or would not, was that even stretched to
{he utmost limit of possibility this was no more than a mere leak. In
the actual amount of Illicitly transported liguor it brought to our
ghores, it was as the dregs in the glass when compared with what we
normally consumed prior to the enactment of the eighteenth amends
ment.

Note what Haynes gays:  Smuggling is no more than a mere
leak.” Will you spend $18,887,007.07, and then seme, to try
and stop what Haynes calls * a mere leak "1 ;

Mr, CRAMTON, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman state
whether his opposition to the bill is based upon the statement
he has just read? ;

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I state that my opposition to the
bill is based on this statement in part, and I will say to the
gentleman—— : }

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-
land has expired. e

Mr. HILL of Maryland, Mr. Chairman, I ask one more min-
ute from the gentleman from Texas, if he will kindly grant it.

AMr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, while I do not agree with
the gentleman, I am constrained to yield him one minute more.

Alr. HILL of Maryland. I want to quote just these few lines
move of Federal Prohibition Commissioner Haynes's testimony :

When all i# 2aid and done, what is the trulh about simggled Iiquor?
It is not diffieult to find the answer, The greatest possible measure
of the traffic is written in the official records of Great Britain, France,
Cuba, and other nations which are tlie only source of supply for the
smuggling traflie.

Assume, If you will, that all of the liguor exported by all of those
conntries info a1l the ports from which smuggling is physically pos-
sibile actually was smuggled bate the United States.

If that impossible situation really existed, the United States would
get from Smugglers less than 1 per cent of the amount of liguor she
darank prior to prohibition. Specifleally the figure would be approxi
mately two-thirds of 1 per cent.

in effect the official export records of foreign countries show that
prohibitioh enforéement in the United States, so far as genuine foreign-
ieadde: Haquor is concerned, is as rigid as the Volstead Act itself. It had
ent econsumption to ene-half of 1 per cent by volume or less.

Do you belleve Admiral Billard, and will you spend $13,-
000,000 more to be thrown into the maw of prohibition, or do
you belleve oy A. Haynes, as he appears in this book, pub-
lslied, copyrighted, and for sale by Doubleday, Page & Co., at
Garden City, since November, 19237

AMr. COOPER of Ohlo. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

* Mr, HILL of Maryland. Yes.

My, COOPER of Ohio. Does the gentleman believe what is
in that book? =)

My, HILL of Maryland. That is a delicate question. The
gentleman knows that T have asked that Mr. Haynes be inves-
tignted and removed, because I do not belleve he Is enforeing
the law or eapable of enforeing it

AMr. COOPER of Ohlo. The gentleman is quoting it, and yet
Le does not believe it himself.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Who can we belleve? Billard or
Haynes?

The CHATRMAN.
land has expired.

Alr, WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr, BaRgLEY].

Mpr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, we have often heard of the
old adage that the devil ean guote scripture for his own pur-
pose. It seems also that he can quote Roy A, Haines. [Laugh-
ter.] I do not wish to be discourteous, but I shall ask not to
be interrupted until I have finished some general remarks
which I hope may clear up some of the rubbish that has
accumulated on this bill

In the adoption of the elghteenth amendment to our Constitu-
tion the people of the United States have sald that they do
uot desire intoxicating liguors imported into the United States.
Under that amendment Congress has attempted to pass laws
necessary not enly to prevent the manufacture and transporta-
tion and sale of intoxieating liquors in the United States, but
to prevent their importation into the United States. It would
be a very Interesting thing if I had the time to outline the
development of this illegal rum business from the outside into
the United States along ifs shores. It is one of the besi
organized businesses that now exists in the world, and its lines
of communication are almost coextensive with the telegram
and radio and other means of communication. If is operated
largely from the eity of New York. It has headquarters in
New York, Nova Scotia, Newfoundland, Canada, Scotland, Eng-
land, in the islands of the sea, in France, and Spain, and in

The time of the pentleman from Mary-

nearly every other continental country of Europe that has a
coast line. It has some of the most skiliful legal assistants
that it is possible for money to employ in devising schemes
by which these rum runners are permitted to violate the law
of the United States. They have a fleet of 32 steamers, trans-
Atlantle steamers, carrying intoxicating liquors to the United
States. They have 134 sailing boats that are now being used
in the transporfation of Intoxicating liquors to the United
States, and besides these steamers and these sailing boats
they have hundreds of small motor boats and other small
eraft which they use as lines of communication between these
larger boats that hover otut bevond the international line and
the coast, to dart into the cities and bays and inlets and rivers
on the coast of the United States, and there to land intoxicating
liquors against the law.

They have organized in Nova Scotia a corporation designed
for no other purpose than to bring into the United States
illegally intoxicating liguors. A member of the British nobility
is engaged in the sailing of vessels to the United States fur the
purpose of bringing here illegal liguors, and the best testimony
we are able to gecure shows that there are being brought into
this country eévery month more than 100,000 cases of intoxicat-
ing liguors. This is not merely a question of prohibition. Every
man who has been here in this House very long knows my
attitude upon that subject, He knows that I supported the
eighteenth amendment and the Volstead Act and have voted
for every bill that has had as its object the enforcement of
the eighteenth amendment. But, my friends, regardless of
your ]Fosition originally upon that, this is a question of whether
the dignity and honor of the flag of the United States and its
Constitution ought to be maintained, and whether the Con-
stitution of our country is not only to be observed and en-
forced here, but whether we are going to compel outsiders to
respect the Constitution of the United States, These large
ships hover out beyond the B-mile limit and even beyond
the 12-mile limit. The latter limit is not yet in effect, al-
though the United States and Great Britain have entered
into a treaty fixing a 12-mile limit, but that has not yet been
ratified by the Senate.

These large vessels that hover on the ountskirts of our coast
fly a foreign flag and they hover out there with large quan-
titles of liquor upon them and then send these small rapid
motor boats into the coast with their eargo. Now, the gen-
tleman from Texas has complained because the Navy does
not do this. The United States Navy has no right to fire
upen any ship that hovers beyond the 3-mile limit, no
matter what their purpose would be, for if they should fire
upon a ship that flies a foreign flag outside of the interna-
tional limit it would be an act of war.

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I asked not to be interrupted for the
presetit. I will in a few minutes. Now, these biz ships do
not come in close to the coast, but they hover many miles off
the shore, and it would be like sending a hound dog out to
catch a flea to send a battleship to catch little motor boats
that ply in and out, mostly during the darkness of the night,
bringing contraband liquor to the United States.

The Coast Guard Service is doing the best it can. That serv-
ice has always been the gmardian of our shores against smug-
gling of all kinds, and that applies to the smuggling of dia-
monds as much as the smuggling of liquor. It refers to the
smuggling of any article of commerce prohibited in the United
States or upon which a tariff duty is desired to be escaped.
So the Coast Guard Service not only protects our shores against
smuggling of contraband liquor, but all kinds of commerce
that is brought here either that is prohibitéd itself or upon
which it seeks to escape the payment of duties. Now, these
smart organizations which have been formed for the purpose
of bringing In this liquer have learned that the Coast Guard
boats are slow. They have none beyond 10 miles an hour in
speed, and some of these smaller boats which bring in liquor
have Packard motors in them and go to and from these ships
on the otitskirts of our shored making from 25 to 80 miles an
hour. What chance has an old out-of-date plug boat that
makes only 10 miles an hour against a boat of the rum run-
ners that makes from 25 to 30 miles an hour? So that It is
absolutely necessary if we are going to keep this contraband
liguor from entering the shores of the United States to Increase
the force of the Coast Guard. The Coast Guard did not solicit
this duty. If they had been consulted about it and their
wishes had been econsulted, they perhaps would not have
accepted this service. But they are loyal men and belleve in
the enforcement of law. Thit service is dn arm of the United
States Treasury Department, and that United States Treasury
Department Is charged with the enforcement of the Federak
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prohibition law, and it is not only proper, but I think it is
the only proper source of power and authority that can pre-
vent the shipment of this liquor into the United States. The
Navy Is not equipped with the kind of craft necessary fto
overhaul these motor boats that ply in and out of our inland
shore which go out to these big ships 25 miles out and load up.
As 1 say, the Navy Is not equipped to chase them. If it had
been equipped, all we would have fo do would be to transfer
100 of these boats to the Coast Guard where we transfer 20
of the torpedo destroyers that are not In condition to be used,
and we have to expend $100,000 on each one of them in order
to condition them to prevent the smuggling of liguor into the
United States.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has explired.

Mr. BLANTON. I yield the gentleman four additional min-
utes. I desire to ask him a question, if the gentleman will
yield for a question.

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 will let the gentleman ask it.

AMr. BLANTON. The Coast Guard could fire on ships outside
the 12-mile limit and it would not be an act of war——

Mr., BARKLEY. No; the Coast Guard can not do it, but
the Coast Guard can fire upon them if they refuse to stop
when they are ordered to stop if they get within the 3-mile
limit.

Mr. BLANTON. And so could the Navy without committing
an act of war,

Mr. BARKLEY. I stated the Navy is not equipped to do
this thing and protect the shores and inlets of our coast. That
has been the proper function and always has been for more
than 100 years of the Coast Guard, and the Coast Guard was
established even before the Navy was ever established, and
during the 100 years and more it has been its function to pro-
tect our shores and inlets against the importation of contraband
goods which may endeavor to enter the United States.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BARKLEY. I will yield to my distinguished law-
enforcement advocate of Maryland.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. The gentleman has just stated that
the Navy was not equipped. If the Navy were equipped, why
should the Coast Guard——

Mr. BARKLEY. If the gentleman had pald attention, he
would have discriminated. I said if the Navy had been
equipped with 100 small boats authorized to be constructed,
all we would have to do would be to transfer them like we do
the 20 torpedo-boat destroyers; but it is not equipped and
therefore we can not transfer them, but provide for the con-
struction of new boats——

Mr. HILL of Maryland. - But the 20 torpedo-boat destroyers
are necessary for the Coast Guard, I understand.

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; the plan at first was to build 22 of
those absolutely new for the Coast Guard, but in view of the
fact that the Navy has them, what we have to do is to condi-
tion them to operate, and therefore we are fransferring them to
the Coast Guard in order to save whatever expense we can
and provide for their conditioning so they ecan go in that
service.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The Budget cut down the original
estimate for the Coast Guard.

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not know where the suggestion came
from with reference to the 20 boats, but it s not material.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. I will call the attention of the gen-
tleman to the hearings.

Mr. BARKLEY. What has that got to do with it?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. It shows that the Coast Guard
made much larger demands, which were afterwards cut down.

Mr. BARKLEY. Perhaps they were not aware the Navy
had these boats; the Coast Guard is not supposed to know all
about the Navy.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. According to the testimony, the
Coast Guard knew very little about this matter, -

Mr. BARKELEY. Would the gentleman from Maryland vote
for this bill if it were authorizing the Navy Depariment instead
of the Coast Guard to enforce the prohibition amendment?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The genitleman will vote for the bill
if it is in the power of the President to use the Coast Guard.

Mr, BARKLEY. Would the gentleman support the bill if it
were fo make a transfer?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. It could not transfer itself.

Mr. BARKLEY. The gentleman from Maryland is always
howling against the law not being enforced, and yet he votes
against every bill that seeks to enforee It.

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Why does not the gentleman from
Kentucky vote for Mr, BraxTon's bill if he is sincerely in favor
of prohibition?

Mr. BARKLEY. Because it does not accomplish anything.
I want to place this responsibility on an arm of the service
qualified to perform it

Mr. HILL of Maryland. If you really want law enforce-
ment, Mr. Braxton’s bill will get it for you.

Mr, BARKLEY. It is remarkable to see the gentleman from
Maryland and the gentleman from Texas lying down in peace
together.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The gentleman from Maryland is
in favor of the bill of the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. BARKLEY. That makes me suspicious of it.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA].

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for five minutes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I think my attitude on
the prohibition question is well known to the membership of
this House. But there is a clear line of demarcation between
a modification of the law and violation of the law. There is
a clear difference between coming here, on the one hand, and
seeking in a lawful manner to amend the law and, on the other
hand, shutting our eyes to the constant, organized, systematic
violation of the law. It seems to me that for those of us who
are advocating a modification of the enforcement law we can
do nothing else but to vote for every proposition that is brought
into this House for the enforcement of the law. We believe,
some of us, that this law is impossible of enforcement, hut we
are ready—at least I am—to give you every opportunity that
you ask for, and give it a fair trial. [Applause.]

Now the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Branton], of course, is extreme and ridiculous, for the
reason that it would put this country under martial law.
You can not turn over to the military forces of the country the
enforcement of ecivil law. But if the Coast Guard wants to
assume the responsibility and these boats are available, why
turn them over to the Coast Guard.

The gentleman from Maryland, who has assumed the leader-
ship of the so-called ' wet ” movement in this House, I believe
is in error in opposing this measure. It seems to me that it
presents an opportunity that we ought to have, to see whether
or not the people of this country want prohibition. I per-
sonally would like to see, for a period of six months or a period
of a year, absolute striet enforecement, and I would llke to see
some of our dry friends running around the country with their
tongues hanging out, asking for a drink. [Laughter.]

I would be willing fo put a gold-lace uniform on my genial
friend from Texas [Mr. Braxton], and put him in command
of the fleet out there, and then commission my friend from
Georgia [Mr. UpsHaw] as a general of the Army, and put
him up on the Canadian border. I believe the enforcement of
this law ought to be put in the hands of men who are in
favor of it and who are honest.

Mr. UPSHAW. All right. I agree with you,

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The temptation incident to this gervice is
great; your enforcement agents are underpald. If you want
enforcement, give the head of the department a salary of
$100,000 a year, and you should give your man in New York
a salary of $100,000 a year. You should pay your prohibition
agents a decent salary, so that they will not be tempted. You
try to honestly enforce this law and they will know whether
the people of the Unlited States want prohibition or not. I
believe this measure is along these lines. The Coast Guard
say they will stop this smuggling. You know the smuggling
is going on. I do not know what purpose Haynes has in
mind.

The CHATIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield two minutes to the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SpeAks].

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized
for two minutes,

Mr, SPEAKS. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I want to offer just a few words additional, in line
with the thought suggested by the chairman of the committee
a few moments ago. This bill proposes that the Navy Depart-
ment sghall turn over to the Treasury Department certain
vessels adapted to the use of the Coast Guard in the enforce-
ment of the law.

First, I want to qualify as being in favor of the most rigid
enforcement of all laws relating to prohibition.

Now, the distinguished gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Bark-
LEY] draws a picture of a fleet of vessels leaving England, for
instance, loaded with liquor, with the avowed purpose of bring-
ing it Into the United States contrary to the laws of this coun-
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try. There is no secrecy regarding their activities. They
‘boldly and defiantly make mockery of our dignity and aunthor-
ity. All I am urging when suggesting that the Navy be em-
ployed in preventing such operations is this: Kirst, whenever
the President of the United States deems that an emergency
exists or any condition warranting such action, he is authorized
to employ such personnel and equipment of the Navy as may be
necessary to properly enforce the laws.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has
expired.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chalrman, I yleld two minutes to the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Typixas].

Mr. TYDINGS. Gentlemen, I have only two minutes, so I
will ask not to be interrupted. I do not want to speak strictly
‘on the bill, but each time prohibition comes up my native
State—Maryland—seems to figure in the argument. I would
like to take these two minutes to tell you that my Btate is
founded on religious liberty. We do not believe, within reason,
in having our religion and our morals legisiated into us. [Ap-
plause.] We want the right to pursue a certain amount of
jndividual freedom, and while we are a temperance State, sec-
ond te no State in the Union, we do object to having forced
upon us things in which we can not see the least sin.

We feel over in that State that it is net so evil to sit down
quietly in one’s home and to have a good glass of wine or a
eoldl mint julep, a few friends around, and touch some of the
softer, sweeter, and cultural side of life, My State does not
want nor ask for a return of the saloon nor the unbridled
sale of liguor. We are not hypocrites who vote dry and drink
all the liguor we can get. Thank God, we have the manhood
in that State, and we are not like so many of these prohibition-
jsts who everlastingly preach and vote dry but who drink
anything they can lay their hands on. [Applause.]

You may charge us with any crime; but reserve fo us at
Jeast the compliment of being honest men and women, with
ecourage enough to face the facts and govern ourselves ac-
cordingly. We feel, in view of the widespread disregard of
this law in the United States, thaut a good many States have
shown they have not the courage and have not the candor
which the eitizens of Maryland have. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

My, BLANTON. The parliamentary situation is such that
while I ean not agree with the gentlemen, I am forced to yield
to them. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. Cerrer]. ;

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New
nized for three minutes.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, it seems that because of pre-
hibition we must lose some of our senses. I say that a eareful
and rigid reading of this bill shows that it is merely a stalk-
ing horse for the use of the military and naval forces of the
eountry. We speak of mine sweepers and torpedo boats, and
ihey are engines of war. ?

What are the objections found in the Constitution, concern-
ing which the gentleman from Texas {Mr. BraxTon] asked us,
and nobody seemed to answer him? 1 reserved my right to
answer until T had the floor. We find in Story on the Con-
stitution that—

The power to raise armies is an indispensable incldent to the power
io declare war.

And when the term “armies” is used it always means the
Navy and the Marine Corps.

Let us go back to what Hamilton said in the Federalist, and
1 also quote from Story on the Constitution:

It was sald that Congress, having an unlimited power to raise and
support armies, might, if in their opinion the general welfare reguoired
it, keep large armies constantly on foot and thus exhaust the resources
of the United States. There is no control on Congress as to numbers,
gtations, or government of them. They may billet them on the people
at pleasure, Such an unlimited authority fs most dangerons und in
'its principles despotic for, being unbounded, It must lead to despotism.
We ghall, therefore, live under a government of military force. In
respect to times of peace it was suggested that there is no necessity
for having a standing army, which had always been held under such
circumstances to be fatal to public rights and political freedom.

I need not comment on the language used by Hamilton, but
let me quote something else that is found in Story on the Con-
stitution with reference to what the Attorney General said
about the unconstitutionality of the bill before us:

It may be admitted that standing armies may prove dangerous to
the State. But it i equally true that the want of them may also prove
dangerous to the State. What, then, is to be done? The true course
is to check the undue exercise of the power, not to withhold it. This

York is recog-

the Constitution has attempted to do by providing that “ no appro-
priation of money to that use shall be for a longer term than two
years.,” Thus, unless the necessary supplies are voted by the repre-
sentatives of the people every two years, the whole establishment must
fall. Congress may, indeed, by an act for this purpose digband a
standing army at any time, or vote the supplies only for ome year or
for a shorter perlod.

What do we find in this bill with reference to an appropria-
tion for these engines of war, these torpedo boats, these inine
sweepers, and these revenue cutters? The bill itself is woe-
fully lacking with reference to the restrictions embodied in the
Constitution, which says in no uncertain terms that there must
be that limit,

Now, the provision for the building of these torpedo boats
and the loaning of the ships by the Navy is for an indefinite
period of time, and the bill would be declared unconstitutional
on that ground alone, because there is no restriction. So that
the act is unconstitutional and would be declared so by Chief
Justice Taft, because he has already stated that the use of
the naval forces for this purpose is unconstitutional; that the
military forces shall not be used to enforce civil laws,

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield six minutes to the
distinguished gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER].

Mr, WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SHALLENBERGER].

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I
agree with those who believe that if it were possible the Navy
should be used in order to stop liguor smuggling and compel
obedience to our laws., I believe it was Henry Ford who first
made the announcement that to enforce the law against smug-
gling in this country he would use the Navy of the United
States in order to compel obedience to our flag and to our laws.
But since the Attorney General of tire United States has ren-

.dered his opinion thiat the Navy can not be used, then the Presi-

dent is compelled to come and ask Congress to give him this
authority.

This is a bill to increase the Coast Guard by the addition of
20 destroyers as battleships of the line, together with a ileet
of more than 300 light eruisers, scout ships, and fast motor
boats. They are to wage a warfare the like of which has never
been known before,

The base of the supplies of the enemy is on the high seas
beyond the 12-mile limit. But under international law we ecan
not attack that base. The navy that we must contend with is
4 mosquito fleet operating from our own shores that sails the
sea within the 12-mile limit. This enemy fleet is manned by
pirates, cutthroats, and thieves and financed with money
furnished largely by our rich and influential citizens.

. This new navy is made necessary because of the smuggling
of liguor into the United States from the high seas, This week
the public press carried this story: :

New Yorg, Mareh 8.—The dry nayvy made a complete tour of the rum
fleet to-day. It listed the names, estimated capacity, and reglstry of
each ship and announced that the cargoes aggregated 224,000 cases,
werth about $11,000,000 at rum-row prices. The Coast Guard reported
it the higgest liquor fleet off the port of New York since the first group
of tramp selhiooners established a market there 18 months ago.

The smuggling from this fleet is done in open defiance of both
our Constitution and our laws.

Since the Attorney General has ruled that the Navy can not
be used for this purpose we must equip the Coast Guard to do
the job, though it will cost millions to furnish the personnel
and the ships. The President estimates the expense for men
and ships at $13,853,980.

The plan proposed is to take only 20 destroyers from the
Navy. The balance of the fleet that will be used to enforce
the law will be new vessels built especially for this service. As
a matter of economy, 1 should like to have seen more of the
lighter naval craft, eagle boats and submarine chasers, and so
forth, nsed for this purpose. Although we have spent billions
in building a Navy in the past 10 years, we apparently have
nothing suitahle to guard our coast except the 20 destroyers
above referred to.

The faet that the President iz compelled to ask for this bill
in order that he may enforce obedience to liqguor laws is only
another evideice of the rising tide of defiant disobedience to
all law that is spreading throughout our land. The law-abiding
citizen is no longer safe at home or on the street. An army of
law violators overrun the land. Rum smugglers line our coasts
and defy and break our laws at every opportunity.

But it i8 not only the rum runner who defies the law. Jus-
tice is apparently no longer feared either by high or low. Law-
breaking increases in an astounding manner because punish-
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ment in America Is nelther certain nor severe. The common
eriminal neither respects nor fears the law, and many of those
who hold high places and should be an example to the rest
lead off in violation of the law.

To such a pass has it come that every day you hear Members
of this House say that they fear the confidence of the people in
their Government Is being undermined. The leaders of public
thonght who mold and determine public opinion in this country
are primarily to blame if the people are losing confidence in the
sacredness of the law and our ability to enforce it.

1 agree with a great Republican from California who in a
speech to the citizens of Michigan the other day said, “ What
we need right now in order to command a wholesome respect
for law and to put the fear of God into a lot of highbinders in
high places is a man like Theodore Roosevelt at the helm of
this Government.,” He would get the grafters and stampede
the law violators. If we would blow a few of these rum run-
ners out of the water and demonstrate that our gunners can
still shoot stralght and that to defy the American flag and
what it stands for means certain destruction, that rum fleet
would soon seek safer waters. Whenever a great majority of
American eitizens cultivate and show a proper respect for law
we will not need a war fleet and an army to enforce our stat-
utes and compel aliens to obey the Constitution of the United
States.

No man is so great nor is any selfish interest strong enough
to long defy and disobey the law when once it is upon the
statute books of this Nation. I admit that disobedience to law
is fast becoming a custora in this country. We should not
complain if the news that is daily carried by the newspapers
compels the people to believe that the rottenness once com-
plained of as being in the State of Denmark has been trans-
planted to the city of Washington.

The hootlegger will go_out of business when the leading citl-
zen ceases to be his best customer. Only those with plenty of

means and position sufficient to offer protection can afford a°

personal bootlegger at present prices. The greatest power on
earth for the enforcement of law is the demand of a decent
public opinion that decent men must obey the law. In his
speech to the correspondents the other night President Coolidge
quoted the celebrated statement of Lord Bryce that in America
“ public opinion Is the law™ and confirmed the truth of the
epigram.

Let me illustrate this by an incident in which Roosevelt him-
self was the main factor. The President of the United States
has greater autocratic power than any other ruler on earth.
Roosevelt himself was the very embodiment of courage and
action, yet he never countenanced evasion of the law. On the
contrary, he compelled obedience to it at every opportunity.

He sent a special message to the Fifty-seventh Congress ask-
ing for legislation that would stop the railroads of the country
from giving rebates and free transportation to favored shippers
and politicians. The railroads were then all powerful in
politics. The giving of their favors for business and political
reasons had become a great abuse, an open scandal throughout
the land.

Recognizing all this, Roosevelt did not hesitate to challenge
their power when convinced it was adverse to the public good.
In response to his message the Senate appointed a committee
to eonsider the question and report back a recommendation to
the Congress of the United States.

The committee of the Senate called before it the presidents
and managers of the principal railway systems of the country.

The representatives of the leading railway companies were
heard from first. One after another they came before the
committee and said, * Gentlemen, we are guilty; most guilty
of giving rebates to shippers and passes to politicians.,” But
every railroad officer, while admitting the offense, insisted that
it was the cnstom and practice of railroads to do so, and that
they could not stop it and retain their business. They further
admitted that they knew of no remedy.

After all the greater magnates had confessed, Mr. James Still-
well, of Minneapolis, Minn., at that time the manager of a minor
western road, was called upon to testify. He made a state-
ment to this effect:

Gentlemen, we all admit that we are guilty of giving rebates
and passes to secure business and protect our investments.
We further admit that it ought to stop. We all know it is in
violation of the law. You are now seeking to stop this evil by
law, but the remedy is not to be found in the enactment of
another law. What we need ig a proper respect for the laws
we now have.

The trouble is that in America those in high places do not
themselves show a proper obedience to law. We know that to
give a man a pass, whether for business or political reasons,

is a form of rebate. For more than 20 years we have had a
law upon our statute books which makes it a misdemeanor,
punishable by a fine, for any man not in the employ of a rail-
road to give or take a raflroad pass. And yet the Members of
Congress who enacted the law and the President who slgned
the bill and the judges of the court who would have to interpret
it if anyone ever invoked the law, violate the law every time
they ride upon a railroad train. How can youn expect the aver-
age citizen to have any respect for law when the men who
make the laws, the President who should enforce the laws, and
those who must Interpret them lead off in violation of the law?

Let me refer you to a country where public opinion compels
obedience to law. In England there is a King, and you would
think that if anyone in that land shall be above the law it is
the King. But because they have a law like ours every time
the King of England rides he pays his fare, just the same
as the humblest citizen in the land. And the members of the
Parliament of England serve without pay. We pay our Sena-
tors and Congressmen $7,500 a year and mileage, yet such is
the power of public opinion in Great Britain that no member
of Parliament would dare to violate the law any more than he
would dare to pick your purse upon the street and then expect
to be received into the company of honest men.

Then Mr. Stillwell pointed toward the other end of the
Avenue and said:

“I hope the brave man in the White House will have the
courage to show the world that an American President can be
as obedient to law as a German Emperor or an English King.”

Within a week the President publicly announced that here-
after whenever he rode upon a raflroad train he would pay his
fare. Later Congress made an appropriation of $25,000 to pay
the traveling expenses of the Executive, and every public official
in the United States and every governor had te follow in the
footsteps of the President. What was needed was not new law
but a new obedience to existing law.

But the respect for law that Stillwell referred to was not
always the rule in Great Britain. England was long cursed
with eorruption in high places. The departments of justice
became corrupt. But Englishmen finally found a way to cleanse
their Government and aboligh grafting in high places.

The Lord Chancellor of England is the ranking law officer of
the Crown and stands at the head of the Department of Justice,
Originally he was a dignitary of the church as well as the
highest judicial authority in the interpretation of the law. He
still sits on the woolsack and presides over the House of Lords,

Many of the mightiest men in English history have been
proud to hold that high position. But, to their shame, it finally
became a common practice through a long period of years for
them to accept bribes, under the guise of presents, for the
favors they might bestow. They had many places of power and
profit at their command. Even Francis Bacon, the * wisest,
brightest, mightiest ” intellect the Anglo-Saxon race has cver
produced, confessed that while Chancellor he had taken hribes.

But the evil still persisted and grew until the time when
Thomas Parker, Lord Macclestield, was appointed Lord Chan-
cellor by George I. Then the South Sea bubble broke and a
period of financial orgy like that experienced in America,
following the World War, came to a climax and blew the lid
off the teapot under the woolsack of the Lord Chancellor,

The Lord Chancellor was impeached by the commons for
malfeasance in office and put upon trial by his peers in the
House of Lords. Witnesses were brought before the lords and it
developed that through a long period of years the practice had
arisen of giving the Lord Chancellor a present when he he-
stowed a favor either by court decision or by the gift of place
and power.

Originally the presents had been things of little value. Later
they had become fine raiment or jewels and finally money. One
man testified as follows, and the story reads as though it might
have happened but yesterday, judging from reports of the Fed-
eral grand juries at Chicago or New York:

He said he knew that a man by the name of Cottingham was
the place broker of the Lord Chancellor. He called upon him at
his rooms. The witness said he told Cottingham he wanted a
position which the Lord Chancellor had at his disposal. The
man who had the ear of the Department of Justice said, * You
know it is customary to give his lordship a present when he
makes such an appointment.” We can almost hear him saying,
“ His lordship’s campaign expenses are enormous.” The ap-
plicant said he knew it was the custom. The agent of the
court asked him if he had made up his mind as to the pres-
ent he would give for the place and the applicant replied
that he had determined to give the Chancellor £4,000. Cot-
tingham told him he had better think more deeply upon the
subject and give it more consideration.
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The witness said he went outside for a short time and then
came back and said that upon more mature consideration he
had made up his mind to raise the gift to £5,000. The place
broker was evidently something of a wag, so he told the plum
seeker that his lordship was “very fond of guineas, that
guinens were handsomer,” and that if he would make the
present 5,000 guineas he would speak to his lordship about
giving him the place.

The man testified that the next day he brought the 5,000
guineas in a basket to the agent of the Lord Chancellor. The
agent took the basketful of money to the Chancellor's house,
and that he later brought the basket back again, but there was
not money in the basket when it was returned.

There were many other witnesses with tales of similar con-
tributions. When the testimony was finished the House of
Lords rendered instant judgment against the head of the De-
partment of Justice of the British Crown. They unanimously
found the Lord Chancellor guilty of high treason against the
country, and the King stripped him of all position and power,
took away from him his lands and palaces, and levied against
him a fine of $150,000, and put him under the further penalty
of paying the losses of the wards of his court, and he was com-
mitted to the Tower until the fines were paid.

The promptness with which the lords acted and the penalty
inflicted ended the gelling of offices and disgrace of the courts
of Great Dritain. They have since become the model and the
admiration of all countries that love liberty and know the value
of certain and speedy justice.

The erying need in America to-day is that justice shall be

rompt in action and certain in her decrees and punishments,
l}lm symbol of justice is a blindfolded figure with the scales
in one hand and a drawn sword in the other. If I could put
that fgure into action, I would have her drop the scales, re-
move the bandage from her eyes, and take the broadsword in
both hands and begin to smite those who betray the trust of
the people and defy our constitutions and our laws,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.
The gentleman from Texas [Mr., Brantox] has six minutes re-
maining.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve that time. I un-
derstood the gentleman from Massachusetts wanted to use
some time now.

Mr. WINSLOW. I understood the gentleman to say he
wanted to yield to some one now.

Mr. BLANTON, I have six minutes, I yield three minutes
to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TAGUE].

Mr, TAGUE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House, I
do not intend to approach this subject upon the question of
prohibition. The House knows full well my attitude on that
question. I rise for another purpose altogether. I know and
you know that every time the question of prohibition comes
up on the floor of this House immediately there arises a hue
and cry, and the prohibition enforcement officer can get any-
thing he wants. I rise for another purpose, and that purpose
is whether or not the lives and the property of the men inter-
ested in the merchant marine of this Nation are of as much
importance as is the question of chasing a few cheap rum
runners up and down the Atlantic coast. During the war the
United States Navy took from the Coast Guard some of their
best ships. They were sunk and destroyed, and from that time
up to this minute the Coast Guard has been appealing to Con-
gress for money with which to build ships, and Congress in
that time has practically failed to hear their ery. True, they
have given them small appropriations, but here you are asked
to appropriate, with the passage of this bill, or at least you
will be asked to appropriate soon, more than $13,000,000 for
protection against rum runners, while the business men along
the Atlantic and the Pacific coasts are to-day appealing in
vain to Congress to give them ships that will protect the lives
of the fishermen and sailors on the seas. Go on the Atlantie
coast, and on that great graveyard of the ocean talk to the
men who go to sea for useful life, and they will say to you,
as I say to you, that the risks to-day upon the sea are greater
than ever because they have no protection at all. There is one
ship of the Coast Guard down in Halifax and one ship up
along the coast breaking ice and not another ship of the
United States doing duty between New York and Bar Harbor.
Dut we can get money to give to enforee prohibition. We can
get money to chase rum runners. We can go into the Navy
and say to the Navy, “ Give your ships to chase rum runners
up and down the coast,” but we can not protect the father of
the litile Innocent children who is risking his life every day
in the building up of our transportation and performing honest
manual labor,
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Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill that may cost
at least from $13,000,000 to $20,000,000, and I ask unanimous
consent that the time be extended 20 minutes on each side.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the other three
minutes remaining to me.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I yleld four minutes to the
gentleman from Montana [Mr. LeAaviTT].

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the House,
the issue In this matter is to me a very definite one; one that
I am glad to approach in a very brief way. In his Farewell
Address, the Father of his Country, George Washington, makes
the statement that the basis of our political system is the right
of ‘the people to make and to alter their constitutions of gov-
ernment, but that the Constitution which at any time exists is
sacredly obligatory upon all. He says that the very right of
the people to establish government presupposes the duty of
every individual to obey the established government. This,
then, is the one issue which is before us at this time. The
President of the United States has come before us with a
statement made in this room, that free government has no
greater menace than disrespect for authority and continual
violation of law, and that to prevent smuggling of liquors the
Coast Guard should be greatly strengthened.

That is the whole issue here. It is a matter of whether we
will place in the hands of the President of the United States,
where the Constitution reposes the duty of enforcing the laws,
that measure of strength which he says should be placed there.
I believe in prohibition, but it makes no difference whether
one believes in it or not, prohibition has been regularly written
into the Constitution and, as George Washington has stated,
it therefore becomes sacredly obligatory upon every oneof us. I
am to-day for the reporting out and the passing of this measure,
in order that our form of government may be made more safe,
in order that the President may get this power through en-
larging the Coast Guard, and in order that the prohibition vio-
lations coming to us through smuggling and otherwise may be
stopped to the greatest possible degree. [Applause.]

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes to
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Hupsox].

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recornb.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, it seems to me that the voices raised in opposition to
this most important piece of legislation have taken two chan-
nels of thought, one expressed by my distinguished friend from
Texas [Mr. Brantox], who evidently would substitute his reso-
lution for this bill, and the other by the distinguished gentle-
man from Maryland [Mr. Hrrn], who would impose in the way
of law enforcement every obstacle that he could,

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield? ;

Mr. HUDSON. T ecan not yield, I want to bring to the at-
tention of this committee the thought that this measure is not
usurping any of the powers of the Navy or transferring any of
those powers. It is strengthening the Coast Guard which we
have, and which is here for certain specific duties. I quote
from the statement of Admiral Billard:

So there has grown up a condition where the dignity of the United
Btates Is openly flouted by foreign shipping.

The Coast Guard through a century and a gquarter of its history
has firmly erystalllzed its standard of doing its duty and carrying out
the orders that Congress or the President or the Becretary of the
Navy gives it. The service properly does not consider the wisdom
of the law or of the order, but intends to the fullest of its ability to
carry ont that law or that order.

In other words, the Coast Guard comes to you asking for
this appropriation to earry out the orders of this Congress
through the years back and the years to come.

Another point I think we should take into consideration is
that if we pass, as it is expected we will, & new immigration
law, the Coast Guard will have the added duty of enforcing that
law. If we enact as we hope to more stringent narcotic laws,
the Coast Guard must enforce them.

The charge is that this legislation contemplates outstanding
expenditures; well, what if it does? The publie is willing to pay
any proper price to drive the rum runner from our territorial

wiaters. The question of using the Navy is not potential to this
discussion. This country does not care who wipes out the rom

runner or what ships he uses. It is willing to pay for service.
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That there is a decided change In the country as evidenced by
the reaction in feeling from the irresponsible recklessness of a
Year ago to the comparative lack of flavor which thousands of
people who are not classed as *drys” are manifestly finding in
quips at the expense of the Volstead Act. An increasing number
are commencing to consider them in about as good taste as Jokes
regarding murder. The situation is too serious to laugh about.

Sentiment also is crystallizing toward a determination that
there must be an end of what amounts to a conspiracy among a
considerable number of the judges, prosecutors, police officials,
and executives of the couniry to defeat the provisions of the
dry law either by treating it as a dead letter or by giving it mani-
festly hostile interpretations so that the difficulties In the way
of its enforcement are materially increased beyond the difficul-
ties In the way of the enforcement of any other criminal act.
Unless a ehange “ comes over the face of the moon® in this re-
spect there is a prospect that something is geing to drop and
hit some public officials who have been laboring under the im-
pression that they are “ standing in ® with the voters.

May I quote you the words of Sir Auckland Geddes, former
British ambassador: “I don't think the people of England
recognize amid the mass of stories of violation of the prohibition
laws of the United States how strong the feeling of the best
minds of the best people of America is on the subject of pro-
hibition.” And whether the direct and indirect results of pro-
hibition sum up more of ill than of good, as is so persistently
urged by the “wets,” the general attitude of the country seems
to be in favor of prohibition. It sometimes may be diffiznlt to
distinguish the real desire of the people as distinguished from
individual opinions, but there can be mo doubt of the people’s
will in one respect—that of law enforcement. Much as some of
the people abhor prehibition, they abhor unrestricted crime
more. They see the logic of the argument that no law can be
flouted without causing all law to be endangered. Therefore,
they agree that the prohibition law should be enforced so long
as it is a law.

It is impossible even for the American who is least inelined
to put his own weight behind the eighteenth amendment, meost
loath to forego personal indulgence, to ignore the fact that the
presperity of the United States has not been due fo any in-
crease in her foreign trade, against which the exchange rate
operates; that we are consuming more of our own products,
He can not dodge or fall to take account of the fact that the
men who make America's automobiles are driving them, that
our silks and fine textiles are finding buyers among our own
people ; that sober workmen are consuming a larger portion of
our manufsctured products than ever before in our history.

Yes, prohibition pleads gullty to being a good business invest-
ment. Virtue pays a nation better than vice, even if the vice
is legalized and taxed for revenue as was liguor. Banks,
insurance companies, realty men, merchants, manufacturers,
autoists, theaters—in brief, every business interest except the
undertakers, jailers, and execcutioners can say with Roger W.
Babson, *The great improvement in business which folloewed
the war was very largely the result of the influence of prohibi-
tion.” Why should not business men support prohibition?

He knows, if he reads his daily newspaper, that we are the
only Nation In the world withont an unemployment problem.
The sums we once Invested in the destructive distilling and
brewing business now operate factories, mines, and railroads.

Our school life has been lengthened. The family purse to-
day sufiices for the family support, now that the barrooms are
closed, without the children adding their pittanee. Revived
ambition in the home has sent to high school, academies, pre-
paratory schools, and colleges thousands who In our wet years
lacked the means or the encouragement to study, or both.

In the factory, the counting room, the store, the mines, on
the farm, in the great open spaces, in the home, in the school-
room, in the chureh, there is a great, quiet, resistless force in
motion that is lifting America to a place of unchallenged leader-
ship of the world.

The uncertainty is mot whether natfonal prohibition shall
become an American Institution. That is already decided. It
is how rapidly America gshall move toward universal observance
of a principle that has been written Into her character, and
through this to a civilization that inevitably will set a new
mark in human attainment,

Are you for me or against me?

Baid the flag as it went by.

We are for you, we are for you!
Cried the people in reply.

We are ready when you need us!

We will follow when you lead us,

We have pledged our hearts’ devotionm,
Baid the people in reply.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Michigan
has expired.

Mr.. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I yield four minutes fo
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Crarroxn].

[By unanimous consent, Mr. CrAxTON was granted leave to
extend his remarks in the Reoozp.]

Mr. CRAMTON, Mr. Chairman, the case at point has been
very admirably stated to-day by a number of gentlemen, par-

ticularly by my friend from New York Mr. LAGUARDIA,
and a moment ago by the gentleman from Montana [Mr.
LEAVITT].

Gentlemen, in the four minutes granted me I Just want to
challenge your attention to these realities of the situation,
If you will consult the hearings of the first deficiency appro-
priation bill in connection with the proposed appropriation of
money for this same purpose, beginning on page 648 of the
hearings you will find a statement by Commander Root of
well authenticated facts that is intensely interesting and fully
justifies this hilL. On page 647 of his statement he discusses
the organization that confronts the Government of the United
States, and the duty and funetion of the Coast Guard with
reference to it. He says:

EXTENT OF LIQUOR SMUGGLING ; LOCATION AND ACTIVITIES OF EUM FLEDT,

Commander RooT. This work iz, above all others, the fundamental
duty of the Coast Guard. The term * smuggling ™ is used advisedly
because the work involves prevention of illegal introduction into the
United Btates of all kinds of merchandise, of aliens, of narcotics,
and of intoxicating liguors. With prohibition enforcement the Cogst
Guard is most decldedly not concerned. We are interested in that
matter simply as good citizens. The Coast Guard is not now equipped
properly to deal with the prevemtion of smuggling in its present nrag-
nitude.

In order to deternrine our needs an estimate of the sitnation—past,
present, and future—was made sonre time ago and the matter now
under di is deduced from that estimate.

That our needs may be understood, 1 shall set before you, as briefiy
as possible, the present situation. ¥or the sake of brevity 1 ghall
refer to the smuggler and his organization as the “ enemy.”

The mission of the enemy is to make money., Iiis motive s
cupidity. His operations sre earried on by a force limited only by
epportunities to use it. His legal and technleal sadvisers are per-
sons of the highest skill, unhampered by principles of any kind,
He employs seagoing people, some of desperate character, mrany of
whom served in the allied armies and navies during the World War.
These people are armed and will fight if there is a chance of ad-
vantage by se doing.

Whenever possible, the emcmy resorts to bribery to disorganize our

issl the missi of the Government and the Coast

forces. Our m .
Guard, is to make bis operations profitless in order to deny him ca pital
for further operations.

His high seas force at the present time consists of 34 steamers and
182 sailing vessels, ranging In size from 35 tons to 3,000 tons. Some
of these vessels are capable of speeds up to 19 knots, The majority of
them fly foreign flags.

His auxillary craft for making shore contact consist of several hun-
dred gasolinedriven craft, about 30 per cent of which are good for 25
knots. Mast of thls force flles the American flag, Occastonally he has
used alreraft during the past year. o

He malntains a bribery fund and has a shore organization for obiain-
ing supplies, marketing contraband, and for the collection and dissemi-
nation of Intelligence. He obtains his contraband from many ports in
Great Britain, France, Germany, Spain, Canada, the Canadian maritime
Provinees, Habana, SBantlago de Cuba, Jamaica, and Grand Cayman,
He maintains advanced bases at St. Johms, Newfoundland; St. Plerre,
Miquelon ; the Azores Islands; Bermuda; and the Bahamas. His gen-
eral operations are belleved to be directed from New York, with offices
of considerable authority in the Bahamas and Nova Scotia. At Yar-
mouth, Nova Scotla, a large corporation has just been formed with
M. M. Gardner as secretary. Reports indicate that the new firm intends
to engage in smuggling on a large scale,

Intelligence is transmitted between his forces aflont and ashore by
dispatches in codes and ciphers, and by courfers when extreme gecrecy
is mecessary. Iiaison between New York and Europe is not believed to
be complete, but is fairly well established. The so-called “ Rum Row
off New York is maintained ostensibly as a good business proposition,
but principally as a diversion to hold to ithat point the attention of ss
many of the Const Guard vessels as possihle,

Large amounts of contraband are believed to be entering through Long
Igland Sound, Delaware and Chesapeake Bays, along the coast of Florida,
at the mouths of the Mississippl, and, to a less extent, at places where
a long and dangerous land haul {s involved. We have record of great
actlvity off Cape Aun, off the coast between Marthas Vineyard Islnnd
and Montauk Pelnt, on the coast between New York and Chesapeake

‘| entrance, along the coast between Cape Canaveral and Key West, off

Moblle and the Delta of the Mississippl, and at Galveston.
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-y VOLUME OF SMUGGLING,

As to the volume of liquor smuggling he says, on page 649 In
the hearings:

From reliable, but very incomplete, secret sources abroad I have
information of the following shipments from northern European—
mostly British—ports since January, 1922, The quantities are, in
round numbers, 136,600 eguivalent cases of 8 gallons each, taken from
manifests.

1 say “ egulvalent cases™ because where the guantities have been
reported in gallons we have reduced it to the guantity usually con-
tained in a case, so that the unlis will all be the same—1,110,000
equivalent cases, shipped in 87 ships. Total for 26 months, 1,246,600
cases, or practically 48,000 cases per month from northern Europe
alone,

Of the above, during the Iast three months of last year—October,
November, and December—@3,000 cases were shipped from Scotland
and 133,000 cases from Antwerp, or 196,000 in three months, which is
about 63,000 cases a month.

In considering these last figures it should be remembered that they
include only the known shipments, ascertained by our few scattered
agents, and include hut two countries, Mature consideration leads me
to DLelleve that the direct gshipments from Europe alone to the United
States amount to not less than 80,000 cases per mionth.

Since last May, or during the past nine months, 724,000 cases have
arrived off New York entrance In the steamers Bernard Al., Bru, Bute-
town, Gerbervillier, lstar, Johnstown, IL’Awroch, Lwtzen, Lynntuwn,
Obernai, Popyrus, Strand Ill, Uly, Wyke Regis, and in the German
schooner Ewmmie Freidrich and the Dutch schooner Zechond. This
amounts to 80,000 cases per month and does not include the thousands
of cases brought to our shores by British and French salling vessels
from the enemy advance bases.

There are assembled at the present time off Doston two steamers and
five schooners, with cargoes conservatively estimated at 16,500 cases;
off Block Island Sound, one steamer and five sailing vessels, with
28,500 cases; off New York entrance, three steamers and six sailing
vessels, with cargoes estimated at 124,000 cases; off the Delta of the
Mississippl, three sailing wvessels, with cargoes estimated at 4,000
cases, I have the names of these ships here, but I will not take time
to rend them..

That the actual business of smuggling and whisky peddling along
our coasts is rapidly increasing is shown by the fact that 50 new ves-
gels have entered tbe trade rince October 1 of last year and 8 withlu
the last week,

THE PROBLEM,

Further on he summarizes the great problem which is before

us, that which the United States is confronting:

From. what has just been said it should be apparent that—

(a) The enemy Is engaged in open and organized warfars on the
Constitution,

(b) He is practically unhampered in his operations by this or any
other Government,

Because the Coast Guard has not to-day the equipment to
take a sufficient part in the stopping of thig amuggling for which
the Coast Guard was organized. He goes on:

(¢) He is introducing Inte this country at least 100,000 ecases per
month by way of the Atlantic and Gulf coasts.

In considering this matter, the prohibition feature or liguor guestion |

ghould be eliminated from the mind. Were the traffic confined to dia-
monds, for example, its bad effect would be the same,

Nonenforcement of the law Is bringing the National Government and
the very Constitution itself into contempt, and, what is almost equally
bad, is causing an ever-increasing flow of money into the coffers of the
underworld. This money is being used to finance all sorts of criminal
ventures, and is, I believe, one of the prime causes of the increase of
crime.

Mr. Garnivayx. Who is saying this?

Commander IRRoor. I am saying this.

However, it seems to me, that in preparing to arrive at a decision,
that we should divest our minds of even the latter consideration and
reduce the question to its most simple terms, those involving only the
support of the Constitution.

As this statement and further investigation can lead to but one con-
closion, it is expected that the full force, for which we have asked,
will be provided without delay. This force, by itself alone, will not be
sufficient. Old laws must be strengthened and new laws written.

There ig the problem we are confronting. The facts are not |

vague or in question, but certain and definite and compelling,
THE SO0LUTION,

There may be other ways of doing this thing or helping at it.

I am one that believes the Army and the Navy would be the

gainers if obliged to aid wherever and whenever possible. But

the bill pending represents a tangible, carefully worked out

plan In which I have confldence and It is no time for chimera
chasing. Read further from the hearings from which I have
been guoting, on page 693 of the deficlency bill hearings Ad-
miral Billard says:

Mr. GALLIVAN, If you get all this money and all these men and all
these ghips, are you able to tell this committee when you will be able
to t;leaf the seas of rum runmers and give us law enforcement on the
B

Admiral Bircaep. I am not able to tell the commitiee or anyona
else that.

Mr. GArLivan. Is there anybody that can?

Admiral Bivuarp. I am not able to.

Mr, Gapnivax, Do you think that we will get law enforcement 1if
we make thls appropriation to you of approximately $14,000,000—all
these ships and all these men?

Admiral Brnvaep., Yes, sir,

Mr. GaLrLivay. You do?

Admiral BirLarp, As far as the imporiation of liquor from the sea
is concerned,

Here Is a solution within our grasp. The pending deficiency
appropriation bill has the money to do the things here author-
ized. It is no time to chase off after any Navy will-o'-the-wisp.
There are two great sources for illicit liquor that handicap
enforcement of the law—one, the diversion of permitted alcohol
from proper to improper use; the other, smuggled liguors from
abroad. This bill is needed to dry up one of these sources,

The CHAIRRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired,

Mr. CRAMTON, May I have one minute?
Mr. BLANTON. I yield the gentleman one minute.
AMr, CRAMTON, Now, that is the problem facing us; and,

with that necessity and with this clear solution, why can not
Members, like Mr. BrasTtox and myself, who believe prohibition
is effective if you make its enforcement effective; why can not
we stand with Major LaGuarpia in defending a practical pro-
gram for its enforcement?

Mr. BLANTON. Because he is for 2,70 per cent beer, and I
am not,
Mr., CRAMTON, To-day he iz right, and the gentleman from

Texas [s wrong.

Mr. BLANTOX. Mr, Chairman, I remind you agaln that
in 1807 on March the 2d, when our Government was weak and
not strong, this Congress gave to the President the right to use
the Navy to stop the smuggling of slaves into this country, and
provided a forfeiture of vessels caught by the Navy. And
again on July 13, 1861, this Congress again passed an act en-
titled, " to further provide for the collection of duties,” and so
forth, and gave to the P'resident the right to use the Army
and Navy and provided a forfeiture of ships caught. If we
could do it then we can do it now. What does this bill pro-
vide? It provides that we shall add 175 extra commissioned
officers and 418 extra warrant officers and 3,780 extra men
to the Coast Guard under the Secretary of the Treasury, mind
vou. It is with him whether or not he shall enforce the law,
and 1 have not confidence in him enforcing the prohibition
act. I am for giving the P'resident the Navy. If you increase
this force. not by 4,282 men as proposed, if you inerease it by
20,000 meu in the Coast Guard and put it where it is now,
under the Secretary of the Treasury's oftice, you will not have
prohibition law enforcement; but if you give the President the
Navy he is going to enforee the law and going fo sftop it.
Why, the gentleman from Kentucky said the Navy would not
be able to shoot at vessels out 12 miles ; neither can the Coast
Guard. Everything that the Coast lruur(l can do the Navy
can do, and the Navy has better judgment about such things;
it has more sense of propriety about such things; it knows
more about what the results of its acts would be than the
Coast Guard; and I am In favor of giving the President the
Navy because ultimately we are golug to have to do that to
stop smuggling, and we are wasting the people’s time and money
on this bill.

If you gentlemen will read my Resolution 113, you will see
just how strong 1 am for striet enforcement of all prohibition
laws. If yon will read my Joint Resolution 116, you will sree
just how much thought and study I have glven to this question
of strict enforcement of prohibition laws, If you will read my
Joint Resolution 120, you will see that I have spent much time
in presenting proper legislation seeking to enforce the prohibi-
tion laws, And if you will pass them and alse pass my resolu-
tion that I read you wlen beginning this debate, House Joint
Resolution 119, the prohibition laws will be enforced, and we
will not have to add 4,282 extra men and officers to the pay roll
as is proposed by this bill.

Mr. WINSLOW, Mr. Chairman, we have had a very liberal
discussion of this bill, and if anybody has followed what has
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been said he has had an opportunity to either know about it
or become confused. [Laughter.] I enjoyed, as most all of
you did, the panoramic geographic lesson we had as to the
numerous whereases and be it resolved, and so forth, and I
admit T was not able to go as fast as the picture. We have
but one point: Are we going to stand by a department of this
Government, from the Treasury down, in an effort to enforce
the law or are we not?

Now, the Navy may be able fo do it better. The Coast and
Geodetic Survey with the Navy may be able to do it better,
and a lot of things may be better. But the problem now is,
Shall we help them to do this business in accordance with their
best judgment, and do it now? That Is all there is to it. [Ap-
plause and cries of “ Read!"]

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill for amend-
ment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Beeretary of the Navy i= authorized
to transfer to the Department of the Treasury, for the use of the
Coast Guard, such vessels of the Navy, with their outfits and arma-
ments, ag ean be spared by the Navy and as are adapted to the use
of the Coast Guard.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, and
1 give notice that if the amendment is adopted I shall move
to strike out the balanee of the bill

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Texas offers an
amendment, which the Clerk will report. Will the genfleman
indicate where he would Iike to have his amendment come
in the bill?

Mr. BLANTON. I offer it as a substitute for the first para-
graph, after the enacting claunse,

The CHAIRMAN. For the first seetion of the bill?

Mr. BLANTON, Yes. Strike out the first section and insert
thig in lien thereof.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BrasTox: Page 1, strike out all of
Hnes 3 to 7 inclosive, and Insert in lien thereof the following:
" That the President be, and he 1s hereby, authorized and directed
to use and employ the emtire naval and military forces of the United
States, or so much of any of the above as he may deem necessary
in suppressing all unlawful smuggling into the United States and
in suppressing all rebellious defiance of our Government and its
Constitotion and laws."”

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I make a point
of order on that, on the ground that it is not germane to the
hill.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on that.

Mr. GRAHAM of Ilineis. I take it, Mr. Chairman, that
this is the same amendment that the gentleman read?

Mr. BLANTON. No. I have made it conform to the rules,
so that it would not be objectionable by a point of order.

Mr, GRAHAM of Illinois. It is manifestly an attempt to
ingraft into this bill an entirely new element, namely, the
use of other arms of the service. This bill s to authorize
a temporary increase of the Coast Guard for law enforce-
ment, and nothing else.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. BEGG. In addition to what the gentleman is saying,
this is a bill to enlarge the Coast Guard, and it is not in order
to strike out * the Ceast Guard,” and substitute “the Navy.”

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. It is absolutely not germane to
bring in here something about the Army or the Navy or any
other arm of the service. The matter involved is the Coast
Guard, and anything else is not germane to it.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman—

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, if I ean first make one ob-
servation as to what the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GramaM]
has said—

Mr. BLANTON, I yleld to the gentleman——

Mr. CRAMTON. Boiled down, the bill is a bill to enlarge
the equipment of that branch of the service now organized
to prevent smuggling—the Coast Guard. The substitute amend-
ment suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BraxTox]
is & proposition to transfer from the organized Coast Guard
its respensibility for the prevention of smuggling—transfer
that to the Navy, an entirely different proposition, and not
at all germane.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. Chairman, may I offer another sug-
gestion before the gentleman from Texas makes his argument?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr., BARKLEY. The gentleman from Texas might under-
take to hang his amendment on the fact that this bill under-
takes to transfer some boats from the Navy to the Coast
Guard?

Mr. BLANTON. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. I want to anticipate that argument by
making this snggestion: It might be in order to transfer other
boats from the Navy to the Coast Guard, additional boats
than those now provided for in this bill. But that is not what
the gentleman’s amendment seeks to do. It strikes out all
provision with reference to the Coast Guard and inaugurates
a new law, invoking the Navy to enforce the prohibition laws.
It can not he held germane merely because the first section
of the bill transfers 20 boats from the Navy to the Coast
Guard. The gentleman’s amendment does not propose the
transfer of any boats from the Navy to the Coast Guard.
TThe CHAIRMAN. The Chalr will liear the gentleman from

exas.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the question whether or
not this amendment is in order depends, of course, upon its
germaneness to the purpose of the bill; not to the preamble of
the bill; not to any one paragraph of the bill; but the pur-
pose of the bill.

Now, what is the purpose? The purpose of the hill iz to
enable the President of the United States—the Chief Execu-
tive Officer of the Nation, upon whom rests the responsibility
of enforeing the law—to enable him to stop the smuggling of
liquor into the United States, That is the purpose of the
bill. That is the design of the bill. - That is what caused
this committee to bring this bill before the House for con-
sideration,

Now, the first sectlon of the bill provides this, that the
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to transfer boats to the
Department of the Treasury. That is one of the Cabinet of-
ficers of the Exccutive; that is one of the underlings of the
executive department, If you please: that is a department that
Is under the control of the Chief Executive Officer of the
Nation, Notice it does not say “one of the vessels,” or 10,
or 20, or 100. It does not 1imit it except in a certain indirect
way. It might, under this bill, take all the vessels that be-
long to the Navy, because if the chalrman will note, it says
“such vessels of the Navy, with their outfits and armaments,
as can be spared by the Navy and as are adapted for the use
of the Coast Guard.” That is the only Hmitation. It might
be for the purpose of the suppression of smuggling that all
the vessels of the Navy are adapted for its present emergency
use, and in that event it would authorize the President to
take them all. I merely propose that the President ean take
all without defining their adaptability.

I want the Chair to note that here is a bill which authorizes
the President to use a part of the Navy. If it Just provided
that he could use one cutter you could not provide that he
could use the whole Navy, but Inasmuch as it provides that he
may use a number of the vessels of the Navy an amendment is
germane which provides that he may use the halance of the
Navy. Such an amendment i{s germane under decisions which
run back fo 1827. If the Chair pleases, there is an unbroken
line of decisions back to 1827 which hold that when you provide
for the use of a number of things of the same kind you can
provide for the use of all the balance of those things. And that
is exactly what the amendment means.

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the gentleman yleld?

Mr. BLANTON, I am not addressing the gentleman, but the
Chair; but I will yield to him.

AMr. TYDINGS. 1In order to make the amendment germane
which the gentleman from Texas has offered, I would suggest,
humorously, that these words be added:

And in case of war the Navy be kept on the job of enforelng prohi-
bition and the Army be marched to.sea to fight our enemy.

If those words were added, I think, the gentleman's amend-
ment would he In good shape.

Mr, BLANTON. I hope the gentleman will not ever see any
more war as long as he and I stay in the House and ean vote
against it. I think those who came through the last war are
going to see to it that we do not have another one at any time
within the next 50 years, at least. [Applause.]

But that is beside the question. I want to submit to the
Chair, in all seriousness, that this amendment is germane. It
Is on the same subject; it is akin fo it; it pertains to it; it is
incidental to It; and it is for the very identical purpose for
which this bill is designed—that is, to stop the smuggling of
liguor into the United States. I submit to the Chair, in all
fairness, that it should not be ruled out on a point of order.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. Section 1 of

the bill provides:

That the Secretary of the Navy Is authorized to transfer to the Depart-
ment of the Treasury, for the use of the Coast Guard, such vessels of
the Navy, with their outfits and armanents, as ean be spared by the Navy
and as are adapted to the use of the Coast Guard,

The smendment offered by the gentleman from Texas pro-
vides:

That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to
use and employ the entire naval and military forces of the United States,
or so much of any of the ahove as he may deem necessary, In suppress-
ing all unlawful smuggling into the United States, and in suppressing
all rebelllous defiance of our Government and 1ts Constitution and laws.

The gentleman from Texas in his argument says the question
is the purpose of the bill, and, therefore, that his amendment is
germane to ithe paragraph he seeks to amend. But the Chalr
does not see that that is the guestion. The Chair understands
the question is not the purpose of the bill but the method to
effectuate the purpose. In other words, the purpose of the bill
is to enlarge the Coast Guard by transferring some of the vessels
of the Navy to the Coast Guard, while the purpose of the gen-
tleman’s amendment is to authorize the President of the United
States to take from the Navy or the Army soch facilities as they
may have in order that he may, through that agency, perform
ge n(:lf:ctlons which are sought to be performed by the Coast

uar

AMr. BLANTON. Will the Chalr yleld and permif me to ask
A question?

The CHATRMAN. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. I note that I left in two words, “ and mili-
tary.” Those words, of course, would make the amendment
gubject to the point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, I do not think those words would change
the status of the amendment.

Mr. BLANTON. But I want to eall the Chalr's atfention to
the last three words of the preamble of this bill, which are,
*for law enforcement.” That is the purpose of the bill, “ for
law enforcement.” 5

The CHAIRMAN. It is frue that is the purpose of the bill,
to enforce the law, or, at least, that is one of the purposes of
the bill, to enforee the law; but the question before us is net
the purpose of the bill. The guestion is the method as proposed
by the gentleman from Texas as it differentiates from the
method to enforce the purposes of the bill. That is the way
the Chalr sees it, and, of course, the Chair can not see how,
under the roles of the House, we could substitute as a germane
amendment the proposal of the gentleman from Texas for the
first section of the bill. So the Chair sustains the point of
order.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment.

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute.

The CHATIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an
amendment and is recognized. The Clerk will report the
amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. HiLL of Maryland: On page 1, in line 3,
after the words * authorized to)! strike out the word ** transfer” and
ingcrt “lend,” and insert after line 7 the following: “ With the neces-
pary officers and personnel of the Navy to handle the same for the
temporary need.”

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, it is alleged through-
out the hearings on this bill that this is considered a temporary
emergency. When asked how long this emergency would con-
tinue, Admiral Billard, the head of the Coast Guard, said he
did not know.

This bill is preliminary to an appropriation of $13,000,000,
which will make the total Coast Guard cost in the coming year
$2,000,000 more than the total cost of the Navy in 1880. If this
bill is a temporary emergency—and apparently the Federal
prohibition commissioner does not consider it necessary—and if
this bill is necessary, I suggest that the amendment I offer will
keep the various services of the Gevernment in better balance.
The section will then read that the Secretary of the Navy is
authorized to lend, not transfer, changing the word * transfer ”
to “lend,” to the Department of the Treasury for the use of the
Coast Guard, such vessels of the Navy with their outfits and
armaments, as ean be spared by the Navy and are adapted io
the use of the Coast Guard, with such officers and personnel of
the Navy as are necessary to handle the same for the tempo-
‘rary emergency. Y

Now, Mr. Chairman, it can not be contemplated that we
‘should create a new permanent naval foree. If we are not at-

tempting to create a new naval force, why all this additional
personnel? I call the committee’s atbention to the hearings on
page 10, in which Admiral Billard explains the enormous in-
crease of personnel.

Admiral Biiraep, That does not explain why the captains, and so
on. To find out how many officers were needed, and what ranks they
should be in, we carefully studied the particular problem, which it
will take me only a few minutes to set forth to you.

We have 20 destroyers, for example, to man. We decided to put
on those destroyers three lneg officers and one englneer officer. Wa
made the captain of the destroyer a lieutenant commander, which is a
perfectly reasonable rank. We made the eaptaing of filve of the de-
stroyers commanders, the idea being that each wounld have charge of a
flotilla of four boats.

We made the chief engineer of flve of the destroverf a lieutenant
commander, and the others lientenanta,

We have two mine sweepers in this problem. We made their captainsg
Heutenant commanders, the other officers llettenants,

Mr, SBaxpERS. You have two mine sweepers?

Admiral Birtarp. I neglected to say that the program involved the
transfer of 20 destroyers and 2 mine sweepers,

Mr. Saxpers. Not for mine-sweeping purposes?

Admiral Biirasp, No; just the type of craft.

Mr. Saxpers. 1 did not know but what the bootleggers were xoinx
into it under a large scale,

Admiral Brurarp, No, sir; nothing of that sort,

Mr. Newrox, Thoge are from the fleet that was used in the North
Sea?

Admiral Biiragp, Yes, sir; large seagoing tugs,
vessels,

Then, to run this large number of motor launches, we have to have
24 sections, and we have put a licutenant in chargé of each one of
these sections, 3

We have to have one more division down in the Gulf. We make the
officer in charge of that a captain. There is & captain at the head
of most of the other divisions.

Then we have four commanders and four lieutenant commanders to
act as chiefs of staff in the divisions. There will be eight Coast
Guard divisions. There are el=ht officers there of appropriate rank.

Then we have seven lientenant commanders of engineering who
will be detailed to the divisicns to look after the machinery of thesa
motor boats, and so on.

Then, at headquarters here we will need seven additional officers.
We have got one captain. His job would be to run this whole armada.
He may be called up in the middle of the night om telegrams to run
this whole fleet. There might properly be a captaln In charge of
that work and a commander as bis assistant,

There would be one commander in charge of commissioned per-
sonnel, whose duty it would be to get these officers and to allocate
them,

There would be one eommander In charge of enlisted personnel, and
one commander in charge of recruiting, which will be a big proposi-
tion. Then we have seven officers for recruiting service in the fleld,
to get hold of these men, and we have eight officers for inspeetion duty.

It all pdds up to the number of officers specified in the bill, and we
are prepared, I think, to defend each and every omne of those officers
and the rank given him, that you may be interested to imguire abeut.

Mr, Dexisox., Wil you not need an ordnance officer, Admiral?

Admiral BiLLarDp. We have an ordnance efficer at headquarters now.

Gentlemen, you are asked by this bill to begin the authoriza-
tion and c¢reation of a Navy more expensive than the whole
United States Navy we had in 1890.

Mr. HERSEY. WIill the gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In just one moment. If the present
needs exist, and Prohibition Commissioner Haynes says they
do not exist, and nobody has denied the statements of Prohibi-
tion Commissioner Haynes that I read from his book—if the
need is only a temporary ome, do not create a new persoimel,
which Is only temporary, but let the Navy lend the necessary
ships to the Coast Guard. I yield with pleasure to the gentle-
man from Maine,

Mr. HERSEY. Does the gentleman mean to also lend the
men of the Navy to the Coast Guard?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I mean to lend the ships with their
men and officers and everything that belongs to them.

Mr. HERSEY. Then which service would have command,
the Coast Guard or the Navy?

Mr. HILL of Maryland. The Coast Guard, naturally. Tt
has an admiral. Why not? I will say.to the gentleman that
Admiral Billard says in his testimony that it takes three years
to create &n efficient Coast Guard officer, and he says that if
you pass this bill he will have to go out and get ex-gervice men
or anybody else he can find. If this is a necessary need, why
do you not use the naval ships you have now?

and very able
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Mr,

COOPER of Ohlo. Will the gentleman yleld?
Mr. 4

HILL of Maryland. I yield

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. The gentleman asked a question a
while ago about Prohibition Commission Haynes. I for one
want to say that if Commissioner Haynes made the statement
that this service is not needed, he does not know what he is
talking about.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I agree with the gentleman. I
am not one of those who entirely relies on Commissioner
Haynes, but I hand to the gentleman the book in which he
makes the statements, which I read recently to the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary-
land has expired. [Applause.]

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Chalrman, I do not think the
amendment qffered by the gentleman from Maryland ought to
be adopted. If I was sure the gentleman from Maryland [Mr.
Hrrr] was offering this amendment with the idea of helping
this law and helping In the enforcement of the law, I might
lean a little more strongly toward it, but knowing the gentle-
man's proclivities the way I do, and knowing his ideas along
this line, I might view any amendment he would offer to this
bill with some degree of suspicion. But this Is not what I
arose to say. The trouble in this amendment is well voiced
by the suggestion of the gentleman from Maine [Mr. HErSEY].
If you transfer certaln sghips from the Navy to the Coast
Guard, who is going to run the ships—the Coast Guard or the
Navy? If the naval officers are lent to the Coast Guard, any-
one knows who has had any experience with these two de-
partments that it would not be satisfactory to the naval offi-
cers to be under the conirol of Coast Guard officers on this
particular duty.

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr, BUTLER. The gentleman is entirely right. The Coast
Guard is no part whatever of the Navy, and you can not mix
the officers of the two services without direction of law.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The gentleman is guite right.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. No; not now. If you want the
thing to run smoothly, let it all be under one charge. It either
must be Coast Guard or Navy. We have started out to im-
prove the Coast Guard; let us do it. Let us turn over the
ships to them; put them under the charge of officers trained
in that particular line of duty, namely, guarding the coast.
It will not do to turn over naval officers and put them In the
Coast Guard and say that they are under the control of the
Coast Guard. -

Mr. SCHAFER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Yes.

Mr. SCHAFER. In case of another war, who is going to
command these ships transferred from the Navy to the Secre-
tary of the Treasury? L

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Immediately upon war being de-
clared with any country, by law the Coast Guard then goes
into the Navy.

Mr. BUTLER. The Coast Guard goes under the Navy then
under a long-established law which created the Coast Guard.

Mr., SCHAFER. Then indirectly you are adding more ships
to the Navy, not in name, but you are indirectly adding them,
because they are ships of war.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. You are adding to a service an
auxiliary which may be used by the Navy in time of war, but
which in time of peace is for Coast Guard duty entirely and is
a distinct service.

Mr. SCHAFER.
Guard.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois.
be used in time of war.

Mr. SCHAFER. Yes; and I thought it was the understand-
ing after this war that we were not going to have any more
wars and the policy was to be to cut down on expenditures for
military purposes and not branch out.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I do not believe the gentleman
really believed that in his heart.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louigiana. Mr. Chalrman——

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
that all debate on this section and all amendments thereto close
in five minutes.

Mr, BLANTON. I have an amendment to offer.

Mr. CELLER. I have an amendment, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. BLANTON. Mpr, Chairman, I move to amend the motion
by making it 15 minutes. 2

The CHATRMAN. It is not a motion but a request.

Mr. CELLER. Reserving the right to object, I shall not
object provided I can offer my amendment and have five
minutes.

You are adding war vessels to the Coast

You are adding vessels that can

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, T move that all debate on
this section and all amendments thereto close in 10 minutes,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend that mo-
tion by making the time 15 minutes instead of 10 minutes.

The OCHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas to the motion offered by the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Hirr of Maryland) there were—ayes 8, noes 50,

So the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the motlon of the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WiNsLow].

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have a
quorum, and I suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers
upon that.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANToxN]
Jjust made the point of order that there is no gquorum present,
The Chair will count. [After counting.] One hundred and
seventeen Members present—a quorum.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask for tellers on that

vote.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, that comes after business has
been transacted, and it is too late.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from Massachusetts to limit debate upon this para-
graph and all amendments thereto to 10 minutes.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. BranToN) there were—ayes 70, noes 2,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas demands
tellers. Those in favor of ordering tellers will rise and stand
until counted. [After counting.] Four Members have risen,
not a sufficient number, and tellers are refused.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise,

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, I would like to make the
point that the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. O’Connor] ad-
dressed the Chair and had the floor and has had it for some
time. He merely gave way for this motion to close debate,
Can he be taken off the floor?

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louislana. I say for the benefit of the
Chair and the gentleman from South Carolina that I have the
floor now ; that I never did give way.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas moves that
the committee do now rise.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chalrman, T withdraw that motion.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana is recog-
nized.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen
of the House, T am opposed to the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hizr] and I intend to vote for
this bill. Inasmuch, however, as I represent a constituency
that has been from time immemorial, to use the solemnity of a
legal phrase, antiprohibition—that is, a large majority have
adopted that attitude—I feel I ought to make the amende
honorable to many of them, for they would in all probability
expect me to vote against this bill. Though I am convinced
that the better viewpoint of the more thoughtful and less
impulsive in matters of judgment will unquestionably indorse
my affirmative action in the pending bill, T want to get my
own judgment into the Recorp for that reason and divers
causes, and for the benefit of those who may read the proceed-
ings of this House down in New Orleans express my viewpoint
with reference to this matter and things incident and pertinent
to it. Yes; I will vote for this bill to authorize a temporary
increase of the Coast Guard for law enforcement. Not that
I have been altogether impressed by the arguments made that
this will make for and effectuate enforcément purposes and
therefore it is obligatory upon us to pass it, because I can see
that such an attitude has its limitations and might under cer-
tain circumstances become illogical and unwise to the point
of absurdity, for if it ever becomes necessary, in order to
make a pretense at prohibition enforcement, to require an
annual appropriation that would run to upward of $2,000,-
000,000 the American Government would find it necessary to
increase taxation to the point of confiscation, and thereby the
entire fabrie of the Constitution, by trying to vindieate one
article, would be involved in the general ruin that would follow
such a monstrous expenditure in a fatuous and hopeless at-
tempt to enforce an impossible law. The attempt at enforee-
ment of prohibition might become almost intolerabl: in the
burdens it wonld impose, and so conclusively show its lack of
policy of wisdom and of understanding of human nature as to
render it nugatory, when it would fall into “ innocuous des-
uetude.” As a matter of fact, it must be clear to him who
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reads as he runs that there are millions in this country that
believe that prohibition is a failure beecause it is fundamentally
unsound, and that our appropriation for its enforcement is
nothing more nor less than an extravagant and useless expend-
iture of public money, and in the minds of many its only
result is negative and breeds corruption in prohibition enforce-
ment circles. Of course, it Is known of all men that the col-
umns of the great newspapers in all of the big cities dally
contain stories showing that if it is not regarded almost as a
duty to infract the Volstead Act, it certainly with truth may
be said to be fashionable, smart, and risque. I do not think
that the general violation of this act is any longer disputed.
During this debate it apparently surprised no one to hear two
of the most distinguished advocates of prohibition In this
country—one on the Democratic side and one on the Repub-
lican side—practically make statements which, if their statis-
tics are correct, would indicate that more whisky is being
drunk in the United States to-day than was drunk before
prohibition. In fact, if they did not prove thaf, they came
perilously and dangerously near doing so. I undersfand that
at a convention of the American Federation of Labor, held, I
believe, in Portland, Oreg., last year or the year before, it was
put into the proceedings that there were more whisky glasses
being manuofactured, or blown, if that is the term, to-day
than ever before in the history of the country. While I may
not put this into the Recorp because I only give it for the
temporary purpose that it will serve, and I know that people
are not interested in my personal habits, T am not a drinking
man myself, but I represent a constituency the majority of
whom, as I said before, look upon prohibition as ill advised
and doomed to failure, and necessarily they look upon the
expenditure of any money for the enforcement of it as money
nbsolutely thrown away.

They can not see any wisdom in it, but, on the contrary, view
it as unmitigated folly, and although their unalterable opposi-
tion to what they deem to be an unwarrantable invasion of
their liberty may appear to be fantastlie and absurd to some of
our citizens who somewhat superciliously arrogate to them-
selves all of the virtues and patriotism in this country, still
those people are sincere in their attitude of deep-seated hos-
tility and antagonism to what they bitterly resent as oppres-
sion from a tyrannical minority organized in such a manner
as to make for the congressional imposition of their views on
the unorganized and helpless masses, And these constifuents of
mine are patriotic and wise in their ways. They are an edun-
cated people and have inherited and evidenced a splendid cul-
ture. They are not easily misled by sophistry. They ean not
understand why we should believe there I3 so mueh merit in
prohibition when they thoroughly compréehend that the world
long before prohibition had come to us gave to posterity the
greatest poets, the greatest astronomers, the greatest indus-
trialists, the greatest inventors and writers, under a system
that made for more or less drinking, while the nondrinking
countries of the Orient were steeped in ignorance, venalty, and
corruption, and had made absolutely no progress.

I will vote for this bill as I want to give enforcement every
opportunity to succeed and make good. But I have no faith in
prohibition fundamentally. Regulation would produce infinitely
hetter results, Ome thing is certain and fixed as the stars in
their courses. Prohibition must show better results or the
conclusion will be irresistible that it is a failure. That sort
of failure would not be an unmixed evil even. On the contrary
it would prove a blessing. Then the American people would
approach the liquor question and traffic in a tolerant and
wiser way, and secure through a regulatory process far greater
and more lasting and beneficent results than the present system
under thé most favorable conditions and eircumstances can
yield. Ispeak more in sorrow than in anger at the bacchanalian
orgies of drunkenness in all of our towns resulting from * white
lightning,” conveniently carried in stylish flasks in big pockets;
of the graft stories in our newspapers, of the sinister and
menacing corruption existing in that part of the official life
charged with enforcement. Of course there are—there must be—
many honest, virtuous men connected with that serviee, but
the people are undoubtedly correct in assuming that there are
many vulnerable spots, and you know it is human for the
most benevolent to judge the whole by a part of the system.

Only a few days ago Police Commissioner Enright, of New
York, made a statement of such a startling nature that the
Associated Press and other great news agencies carried it from
ocean to ocean—as we love fo express the vastness, the magni-
tude of our terriforial empire, as it extends from east to west,
from the rising to the setting sun. The commissioner de-
clared, as I remember it, that every phase of socicty in the
United States refused to respect and observe the Volstead Act

and infracted it with the same savoir faire, serenity, compo-
sure, and tranquillity that they would a statute that expressed
a totally fallacious economie principle, a physical impossibility,
or a physlological absurdity or other parlinmentary and gov-
ernmental aberration. And right here in Washington, Capital
of the Nation, denominated by Admiral Plunkett, according to
press accounts, as “the wettest city in the Union,” we find a
number of persons who deny the soft impeachment and insist
that there are a number of cities that are wetter. I heard
some one say that if the dissenters are correct the other cities
must be inundated, and that it is time to order the arks. But
I will close lest some honest, sincere prohibitionist friend of
mine rise in his seat, gently chide me, and try to prove that
all of the great men who adorned and glorified the civilizations
of anclent Greece and the magnificent Roman Empire, the
heroes and geniuses of the Middle Ages, and the mighty men
of the modern world were mythological characters, were never
existent because it was impossible for talent, culture, ambition,
virtue, or patriolsm to exist until the day of long-haired
men and short-haired women arrived, who consiructed by
statute a prohibition fountain, whose miraculous waters made
for a realization in the coming years of what was only a dream
on ;Jur part of historically renowned men and women® of the
past.

That there were great men before Agamemnon i3 a historical
idiocy. There were none such. There were great men after
prohibitionists—at any rate so saith the * prohi.” With that,
selah—for that is all T can do or say—knowing from the con-
stitution of this House and the numeriecal strength of the * pro-
his” and the corresponding weakness of the “antis” that we
“antis” can not make a dent in the Volstead Aet at this ses-
sion of Congress,

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the
committee, I do not know that I can say anything that will add
to what has already been said as to why this bill should pass.
I was very much interested in the remarks of the gentleman
from Louisiana [Mr. (Coxxor] when he siated that a great
many people in this country could see no good reason why pro-
hibition should be-enforced. I want to say to the gentleman
from Louisiana that I am one of those who believe that the
eighteenth amendment is just as sacred as any other part of the
Constitution.

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. Oh, I think the gentleman
totally misapprehended the point involved. I was simply ex-
pressing the viewpoint of a constituency that I represent, and
1 did not intend to question the gentleman's sincerity at all.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. I may have been mistaken in what
the gentleman stated, but I say again that the eighteenth
amendment is just as sacred as uny other part of the Constitu-
tion, and that a man who violates it is just as guilty as he
would be if he committed any other crime against the Consti-
tution. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. T'¥pixes] referred
to the attitude of the peeple in Maryland in opposition to the
eighteenth amendment. He knows that the legislature of his
State ratified the eighteenth amendment to our Constitution.
Now, Mr. Chairman, the question that we are considering to-
day is not whether or not the law can be enforced, but whether
or not our Government is going to try to enforce the law of our
land. There is no law on our statute books to-day that is en-
forced 100 per cent, and surely you men would not opposge an
appropriation to stop the violation of the other laws of our
country outside of the eighteenth amendment to our Constitu-
tion. The President of the United States has come to Con-
gress and asked us to glve him the power and the money and
the men to try to enforce the constituted law of our land, The
statement was made in the hearings held recently by the Com-
mittee on Appropriations that the rum runners which line our
Atlantic coast line to-day are the boldest band of pirates that
has ever operated upon the high seas.

We are told that within the last four or five months 56
vessels have joined the rum-running fleet, and reports have
come to us that during the last six months 1,226,000 cases of
rum have been landed on our shores. I believe the time has
come when the open and armed opposition to our country
and its laws by foreign ships should be stopped. The foreign

ships which carry the liguor are very careful not to get in

closer than the 3-mile limit. Now, what this bill proposes
to do is to try and prevent the rum runners that go out from
our shores to the ships from carrying the contraband liguor
into our ports. Commander Root, testifying before the Ap-
propriations Committee on this guestion a few days ago, said:

In considering this matter, the prohibition feature or ligquor gues-
tion should be eliminated from the mind. Were the traffic confined
to dilamonds, for example, its bad effect would be the same.

LR -
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Nonenforcement of the law is bringing the National Government and
the very Constitution itself into contempt, and, what is almost equally
bad, is causing an ever-increasing flow of money into the coffers of
the underworld. This money is being used to finance all sorts of
criminal ventures, and is, I believe, one of the prime causes of the
increase of crime,

The people of our Nation are demanding that the importation
of intoxicating liquors into our country in violation of our laws
be stopped. The President has requested Congress to assist
him in upholding the law. Surely no Member who wants to
see our laws enforced should oppose the passage of the bill
which is now being considered. We prohibit the sale and manu-
facture of intoxicating liquors in our own land. Why should
we permit foreign countries to import liquor which is pro-
hiblted under our Constitution?

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohlo has
expired. The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. Hrr],

The question was taken, and the Chair announced the noes
appeared to have it.

On a division (demanded by Mr., Hirr of Maryland) there
were—ayes 4, noes 62.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CELLER: Page 1, line 7, after the words
“Coast Guard,” insert “ provided such vessels with their outfits and
armaments be returned to the Navy after a period of one year.”

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I for
debate?

The CHATRMAN. Five minutes.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Debate is exhausted on this para-
graph and all amendments thereto,

The CHAIRMAN. That is true. The Chair wishes to an-
nounce that debate is exhausted on this amendment by a vote
of the committee.

Mr, CELLER. I ask unanimous consent-for two minutes in
order to explain my amendment.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection?

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I object.

The CHAIRMAN. The question Is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr, BLANTON. I offer the following amendment,

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. BLAXTON ; Page 1, line 8, after the words
“ authorized to,” strike out the words * transfer to” and insert the
words * cooperate with™; and in line 4, after the word * Treasury,”
strike out the words * for the" and insert the words “ by combining
with the vessels In"; and in line 5, after the word “ with,” insert the
words “ their officers and personnel ”; and in lne 7, after the words
* Coast Guard,” strike out the period, insert a comma, and add “to
suppress smuggling into the United States,” so that as amended the
paragraph will read:

That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to cooperate with the
Department of the Treasury, by combining with the wvessels in use of
the Coast Guard, such vessels of the Navy, with their officers and
personnel, their outfits, and armaments, as can be spared by the Navy
and as are adapted to the use of the Coast Guard, to suppress smug-
gling into the United States,

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Texas. 3

The question was taken, and the Chalr announced the noes
appeared to have it

On a division (demanded by Mr. BraNToN) there were—
ayes 5, noes 63.

So the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, would a new paragraph at
this point be subject to the same ruling as an amendment to
the paragraph?

The CHAIRMAN. . It depends upon what the amendment is.

Mr., WATKINS, I desire to insert a new paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair could not tell. Does the gen-
tleman offer an amendment?

Mr, WATKINS. As a new paragraph.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WATEINS: Page 1, line 7, after the
word * Guard," add a new section as follows :

“Sec. 2, That the Becretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is,
authorized and directed to assign one Coast Guard cutter, if avail-

able, and if not available, then to construct and equip one Coast
Guard cutter, at a cost not to exceed £000,000, for Coast Guard duty
on the Paciflc coast: Provided, That such vessel shall be 80 con-
structed as to be best adapted for the purpose of saving life and
property at sea and for law enforcement.”

Mr. WATKINS. I offer that as section 2.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment,

Mr. WATKINS. This is a new paragraph; it is not an
amendment at all, If I am not permitted to offer it here I
will offer it later on, but I want to dispose of it now, and I
would like to explain my reasons for it. I am as much for
this bill as any man in this House.

The CHAIRMAN. If it is offered as an amendment it is
not debatable.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois.
order,

Mr. BEGG. I make a point of order it is too late.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. The gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. WinsrLow] was on his feet,

Mr., WINSLOW. I make the point of order that the sub-
Ject matter is not germane to this hill. It is meritorious, no
doubt, but not germane. It is for another purpose altogether.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr, Chairman, I make the point of order
that the gentleman’s point of order comes too late, there hav-
ing been debate. The Recorp will show that there was quite
a colloquy between the gentleman and the Chair in reference
to the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN., That is not a parliamentary inquiry.

Mr. WATKINS. I would like to be heard for five minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
wish to be heard on the point of order? The Chair will be
glad to hear the gentleman.

Mr. WINSLOW. The subject matter is not germane to the
purpose of the bill. It embraces another line of work for the
Coast Guard and is not in any way bearing on the law-
enforcement phase of the bill.

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr, Chairman, let me add another
suggestion that it has this fundamental objection, and that is it
directs a certain vessel to be built and placed in certain waters
of the country to perform a certain duty. If that is germane,
it is also germane for other gentlemen from other localities to
offer additional amendments for boats to be placed, say, in
Florida or in Texas waters, or a boat to be placed anywhere
else. The bill provides that the Coast Guard Service shall be
on all the high seas, without saying what shall be done or
where placed. It is certainly not germane to the purpose of
this bill at all to embody a provision that specifies what shall
be done with those that are sent into particular waters of the
country ; this is especially true when we consider that this bill
provides only for a temporary Increase of the Coast Guard,
while the amendment provides for a certain permanent increase
for purposes not intended or covered by the hill.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman wish to be heard on
the point of order?

Mr. WATKINS. I do. The observation submitted at this
time by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. GraHAM] may be valid
in so far as being an administrative feature, for it might
not be appropriate for a bill of this kind to direct the Secretary
of the Treasury to do a certain thing; but in so far as the sec-
tion being germane is concerned, the mere reading of it will
convince the Chair that it Is germane. The section simply
provides that if there is a cutter available the Secretary is
directed to assign that particular cutter to a particular place.
If there is no available cutter, then the section simply provides
that a new one is authorized for the purpose of law enforcement,
and to be placed in the Pacific coast waters and there protect
property and life—the thing that the Coast Guard does now—
and in addition to that to aid in the enforcement of the law. I
malntain that if there is anything in the wide universe that is
germane, it is that language to this bill

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Chairman, I simply make this sugges-
tion, that the pending bill is well deseribed by its title, “ to
authorize a temporary increase of the Coast Guard.” That
temporary increase is by a loan of vessels from the Navy.
The gentleman’s amendment proposes a permanent increase .
in the Coast Guard in the construction of a new vessel,
It is not germane to the program carried forward in the pend-
ing bill.

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I merely want to direct tha
attention of the Chair to section 781 of the manual, where it
seems to me there is a specific illustration. In the case of the
bill relating to commerce between the States it has been held
that it is not germane to specify a particular State.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. The purposé
of the bill is to authorize the transfer of ships from the Navy

It is subject to the point of
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to the Coast Guard. The amendment of the gentleman from
Oregon provides for the construction of a ship or ships to be
used in the Coast Guard.

Mr. WATKINS. That is the second clause.

The CHAIRMAN. But it is in the amendment. Nowhere
in the bill is there any provision for the construction of ships
for the Coast Guard. It is manifest that the amendment of
the gentleman from Oregon is not germane to the bill, and
therefore it is subject to a point of order. The Chair sustains
the point of order. The Clerk will read.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. BLANTON. In a couple of weeks the chairman will
be called upon to make appropriations under this bill. What
is the chairman going to do when points of order are raised
that there is no law authorizing 1t?

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Chairman, that is not a parllamen-
tary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN.
stated the case.

Mr. CELLER. Mr, Chairman, I offer an amendment as a new
section.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers an
amendment as a new section. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr, CeLLER: Page 1, line 7, after the word
“law,” Insert a new section as follows: “ Provided, All acts or
parts of acts contrary to or inconsistent with this act shall be deemed
repealed.”

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I make the
point of order that that is not germane to the section.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment offered by the gentle-
man would be appropriate to the bill, but the Chair doubts
if it would be appropriate at this point.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the further point
of order that the amendment is not germane to the bill or to
the section preceding the place where it Is offered, for the
reason that the purposes of this bill apparently are to en-
force the prohibition laws and to prevent smuggling. But
the amendment of the gentleman would do just the contrary.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair hear me on
the point of order?

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

8re. 2. (a) The President is authorized to appoint, by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, the following temporary officers
of the Coast Guard: 2 captains, 13 commanders, 25 leutenant com-
manders, 48 lieutenants, and 42 lieutenants (junior grade) and en-
signs, of the line; and 1 commander, 11 leutenant commanders,
19 lieutenants, and 40 lieutenants (junlor grade) and ensigns, of the
Engineer Corps.

(b) Sueh temporary officers shall receive the same pay, allowances,
and benefits ag permanent commissioned officers of the Coast Guard
of corresponding grade and length of service, except that no such
officer ghall be entitled to retirement because of his temporary com-
mission.

(¢) Temporary appointments shall continue until the President
otherwise directs or Congress otherwise provides.

Mr., HILL of Maryland. Myr. Chairman, I desire to offer an
amendment.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr., Chairman, I wish to offer an amend-
ment, which I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the committee
amendment to this section.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: Page 2, line 7, after the word * officers,”
insert ** while in service.”

The CHAIR’MAN, The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment.

The committee amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. WiNsLow].

The Clerk read as follows:

, Amendment offered by Mr. WinsLow: Page 2, line 1, strike out
* thirteen " and insert “ ten.” Line 3, strlke out ' one commander"
and insert * five commanders."

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend-
ment is to better balance the officers designated in the Coast
Guard. In going over the matter after we reported out the
bill they discovered that the reapportionment would be helpful
and would not increase the cost a dollar, although it increases

I think the gentleman has not exactly

the number of officers by one. But by reapportionment the
salaries are so arranged that it does not increase the cost.

’1‘2‘9 CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
men

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amend-
ment which the Clerk has.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Maryland.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. HILL of Maryland: Page 1, line 9, after
the word “ Senate,"” insert “ for a period of not more than two years.”

Mr, HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, the alleged and ob-
vious purpose of this bill is temporary. All through the hear-
Ings the statement was made that this was a temporary need.
If this is so, why not use the Navy? Read what was said in
committee on this:

WHY NOT USE THE NAVY?

Mr, SHALLENBERGER. I would like to ask ome question. 1 do not
know whether the admiral wants to answer it or not: Have you con-
sidered turning this duty over to the Navy from your department?

Admiral BirnLaep. Well, I can only speak of what I have read in
the press, and I have seen one or two bills introduced in Congress.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. Do you know that it has been considered—ithis
proposition 7

Admiral Birrarp. I have no official knowledge, only what I have
read in the press.

The CHAIRMAN. I think there has been no comprehensive plan sug-
gested, Mr. SHALLENBERGER. The whole administration, all down the
line, have concentrated on this arrangement.

Mr. BHALLENBERGER. Of course, Mr. Chairman, the reason I asked
the question is because it may be said that the Navy has the equip-
ment; they have the destroyers; they have these motor launches:
they have the men who are qualified for this duty if they saw fit to
agk them to perform it.

The CHAIRMAN. As the chairman stated in the beginning—I would
like to be confirmed by Admiral Billard—the Navy has acquiesced in
this procedure?

Admiral BiLLarp. Oh, yes; and we have recelved the most helpful
cooperation from the Navy with respect to information, and so on.

The CHAIRMAN, All the information that the chairman has been able
to pick up indicates that they would be very glad to get rid of it.

Mr. SHALLENBERGER. I would judge that the Navy probably would
rather that this department take charge of it

Admiral BiLcarp., You saw, of course, the opinion of the Attorney
General, which I read in the press, to the effect that the President
could not ase the Navy for that work,

Mr. SHALLENBERGER, I did not see that.
inform me of that.

Yon can at any moment place the Navy at the disposition
of the President, and save here $14,000,000 at once. !

But there is no real need. Read what Admiral Billard
S2ays .

Mr. Coorer. Admiral, have any of your men been fired on by the
rum runners? i

Admiral Brirarp. There have been cases, as 1 recall now, where
some of our men in launches have been fired on by these rum runners
whom they are pursuing.

Mr. Coorer. Have any of them been wounded or killed?

Admiral BiLLagp. No; none of our men have been killed, and I do
not recall any of them ever being wounded.

Billard says nobody has been even wounded, and Haynes
says smuggling is only a “leak”™ of slight importance.

It is proposed to expend this year over $22,000,000 for the
Coast Guard; and I submit to this House that it is only
proper that when these officers are appointed—this large per-
sonnel—that there should be a limit to the period of their
appointment. The period of need iIs uncertain. Read what the
admiral says: X

Admiral BiLrarp, * * * In other words, that the whole project
would be temporary and addressed particularly to the law-enforcement
matter,

Mr. NewToN. These destroyers—is it going to be much of an ex-
L pense to condition them for this service? Of course, you will not use
the same armament?

Admiral Brurapgp. We*have gone into that very thoroughly. We
would prefer to keep the armament on board, the full armament,
probably, because our officers and men would exercise with It matu-
rally. The cost estimated for putting these destroyers into service—
not particularly for this service, but for service—is $100,000 apiece,

I am glad to have you

Those figures, of course, we obtained from the Nayy Department.
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Mr. NewroN. Of course, we have dozens of destroyers that are tled
up at the docks, not in commission at all

Admiral BirrAgp. Yes, sir.

Mr. MerrITT. When you speak of this service being temporary, I
guppose you mean that it depends on what may happen in the future,
that it may be terminated at any time, or do you expect to wipe out
all of the rum fleet In a course of a year or two?l

Admiral Binvanp, That ls something that any of you gentlemen
know just as well as I do, Mr, Merritt. How long this operation will
have to continue, I have no Idea.

Nobody knows how long this all will last, and furthermore
the nearly $14,000,000 you are asked to spend does not cover
even all of the Canadian border. It does not touch the Mex-
ican border, and leaves open the St. Marys and the Detroit
Rivers. Read the hearings:

Mr, HoppLeSToN. I wounld like to ask, how is smuggling prevented
from Canada across, we will say, the Detroit River and the St. Law-
rence?

Admiral BinvArp, Well, I rather think it 1s not prevented to any
great extent.

Mr. HeopLesTtoN, Have we a system of organized customs guards?

Admiral BiurArp. Well, there are customs officials, I presume, along
all that stretch of boundary, and they do the best they can, and
doubtless prevent a great deal of smuggling. About what I said a
moment ago, somewhat in a spirit of levity, of course we all know there
is a good deal of liguor comes scross the boundary.

Mr. HuppLEsTON. 1 should Imagine that the Lake reglon would need
to be guarded the same as the coast regiom.

Admiral Biurarp, You may have misunderstood what T said, sir. I
said that this plan does ioclude the protection of the Lakes, but not
of the 8t. Marys and Detroit Rivers., Personally, I feel that that is a
duty for the land people, because the river is too narrew to accom-
plish amything or much by boats running up and down.

1 koow the committee appreciates that the way the Coast Guard
links up with this thing is that one of its duties is to protect the
customs laws of the United States, and this particular thing happens
to be forbidden to be imported by act of Congress.

Mr. HuppnesroN, That is why I used the word *“asmuggling,” be-
cause smuggling must be quite an industry if there are no guards
along the Canadlan border.

Gentlemen, the Coast Guard asked for more than this bill
gives them and the Budget cut them down. Note the following
statements:

Mpr, NEwroN. Admiral, may I interrupt you there? I believe, if my
memory serves me correctly, that fn the request originally it was for
the construction and lease of some new vessels designed specially for
work of this kind. Now, that part of the request was turned down,
was it not, by the Director of the Budget?

Admiral BiLnarp, That situation, Mr. NewrTox, is this: We, when
directed, as I have stated, to prepare a general plan, suggested the
construction of 20 cruising Coast Guard cutters for the offshore work.
Our thought was that those vessels would be available, not only for
this law enforcement but would be a valuable acquistilion to the service
and to the Government for the regmlar work of the service. The
Iiurean of the Budget were of the opinion that what was preeminently
desired in the matter was prompt and effective results; also that the
scheme should be a temporary measdre, not concerned with the future
growth or general utility of the Coast Guard, but for this specific
work.

At the direction of the Burean of the Budget we considered, then,
what wvessels the Government now has that would be of service for
this particular law-enforcement work and that could be quickly put
into service, The result of that discussion was the adoption of this
program to utilize destroyers of the Navy.

Myr, NewTox, Are any other ships besldes destroyers included?

Admiral Bruarp. The program involves, furthermore, the utilizatfon
of a Inrge mumber of motor launches. That was in our original pro-
gram and was approved by the Bureau of the Budget. In other words,
the only departure from the original plan as submitted was with re-
speet to these offshore larger units.

If there IS a temporary need use the Navy. If you refuse to
do that, limit the period of all this huge and extra expenditure,
[Applause. ]

The CHATRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Maryland.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I ask wnanimous consent
that all debate on this section and all amendments thereto do
close in five minutes. -

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent that all debate on this section and all amend-
ments thereto close in five minutes, Is there objection? -

There was no objection.

Mr. SPEAKS. . Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment,

b

The gentleman from Ohio offers an amendment which the
Clerk will report.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Sresxs: Strike out lines 8, 0, and 10 on
page 1, and lines 1 to 12, Inclusive, on page 2, and insert In lleu thereof
the followlng:

“BEC. 2. The President Is anthorized to temporarily assign the follow-
ing officers of the Navy to Coast Guard duty,”

Mr. SPEAKS. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I have a very sincere purpose in proposing this amend-
ment, which if adopted will insure certain enforcement of the
law. I am for the law and belleve it can be made effective.
This amendment proposes transferring temporarily or assigning
temporarily from the regular naval forees to Coast Guard duty
the officers specified in the bill

An emergency exists, and I want the country to note what
our splendid Naval Establishment can accomplish in the way of
law enforcement where it becomes necessary to rely upon that
governmental agency in compelling respect for our laws and
Integrity.

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SPEAKS. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky.

Mr. BARKLEY. Does the gentleman know whether the Navy
has any officers hanging around doing nothing that it can trans-
fer to Coast Guard duty?

Mr. SPEAKS. In an emergency, such as now exists, It cer-
tainly will be possible to find sufficlent officers to perform this
highly important service without in anywise disturbing the
naval routine. Even if it requires detailing officers from some
of the vessels Iying quietly in harbors or engaged in practice
crulsing, I believe the emergency warrants such  action.
Furthermore, it will prevent an unnecessary increase -in the
Coast Guard personnel and the expenditure of several hundred
thousands of dollars annually,

The CHAIRMAN. The guestion i3 on the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Ohio.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read ds follows:

8gc. 4. (a) All original temporary appointments under this act
shall be made in grades not above that of lieutenant, In the line or the
Engineer Corps, and shall be made only after the candidate has satis-
factorily passed such examinations as the President may preseribe.
No person shall be given an original temporary appointment who is
more than 40 years of age.

(b) The names of all persons appeinted under this sectiom shall bo
placed upon a special list of temporary officers, as distinguished from
the list of permanent officers, of the Coast Guard.- The President is
authorized, without regurd to length of serviee or seniority, to pro-
mote to grades not abeve lieutemant, in the line or Engineer Corps,
or to reduce officers on such special list, within the number specified
for each grade, and he mmy, in bis discretion, call for the resignation
of, or dismiss, any such officer for unfitness or miscondnct,

Mr, WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, on behalf of the committee
I offer an amendment, which I will ask the Clerk to read.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
an amendment, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WixsLow: Page 8, after lne 3, insert the
following new subdivision :

“{b) Any warrant officer or enlisted man of the permanent Coast
Guard may be given an original temporary appointment under this
act, onder such regulations as the I'resident may preseribe, and with-
out reduction in pay or allowances. Notwithstanding such temporary
appointment any such warrant oficer or enlisted mmn shall be entitled
to retirement in the same manner as though he had continued to hold
his permanent grade or rating, and upon the termination of such tem-
porary appointment shall be euntitled to revert to such grade or rating.
Service under any sueh temporary appointment shall be fncluded in
determining length of service as a warrant officer or enlisted man."”

Page 8, line 4, strike out “(b)" and insert in lien thereof “(¢).”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order
that the amendment is not germane either to the purposes of
the bill or to the paragraph to which it is offered.

The CIHHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to
cite any authorities?

Mr. BLANTON., I call the Chair’s attention to the wording
of the bill and to that paragraph. This s merely for the beme-
fit of certain officers in the Coast Guard and has no relevancy
whatever to fhe purposes of this bill.

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Massachusetts
desire to be heard on the point of order?
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Mr. WINSLOW. I think it is so apparently wrong that I
will not make any remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. It looks to the Chair as though there were
no question about the germaneness of this amendment., It
deals with the subject and authorizes the President of the
United States to do certain things in connection with the en-
forcement of this act, if it becomes an act. Among the things
he is authorized to do is to appoint officers, and this amend-
ment deals with the appointment of officers and indicates the
source from which these officers shall come. The Chair over-
rules the point of order.

Mr, WINSLOW, Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, when the bill
was under discussion before the committee there was doubt
as to whether or not full justice would be done under the
original provisions to those warrant officers who are now with
the Coast Guard in the event of their being promcted for tem-
porary service under the provisions of this bill. The eommittee
came to the conclusion it would be all right and we passed the
original bill, but afterwards a more careful study was made,
and in order to protect the interests of those who might be
advanced, so that they would not lose by virtue of receiving
less salary or lose their status from the standpoint of length
of service, but would have the full strength of their position
when they might be returned to the regular service, this change
was made.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word of the amendment for the purpose of asking the gentle-
man a question or two, Was the advisability of taking into
this service some of the reserve force of the Navy considered
by the gentleman's committee?

Mr. WINSLOW. I will say to the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania that the subject was discussed in the committee and
privately. The same trouble seemed to exist there that existed
in respect of every other one of these efforts to bring the Navy
within the scope of this bill. Quite likely they might be
brought in and quite likely the Navy might under some con-
ditions be used, but that would necessitate the untangling of
a mass of detail and a lot of laws as well as the creation of
new laws, which would simply hold back this effort.

The point is this: If we are to push this thing through now
and give the department the benefit of this development of the
Coast Guard, we will have to do it without taking in the Navy;
but if later it is wise to take in Naval Reserve officers we can
do it at the proper time.

Mr. BUTLER. Some of the most valuable men ever em-
ployed in the military forces are to be found in the Naval
Reserve.

Mr. WINSLOW. There {8 not a doubt about that. [Cries of
“Yote!™ “VYofel” * Vote! ] )

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly a man has some privilege here.
These gentlemen do not quite understand what they are doing,
I may suggest. [Applause.] There is a complication here. I
understand it is the purpose to employ some of these reserves,
and I want to know what is to become of their pay in their
grades. They get but small salaries. Are they to have two
pays? They get now what is called retainer pay. Under the
act of 1916 many of these men have left the active service
after 16 years of service or 20 years of service and get what
is known as retainer pay. My purpose is to help yon with the
bill. If you want to pay men two salaries, all right. They
may wish to employ some of these reserves, and if they do,
in my judgment, they should have but one pay, and I had an
amendment which I proposed to offer, but I do not want to
complicate the gentleman’s bill. The gentleman and myself
are in perfect accord.

Mr. WINSLOW. Quite,

Mr. BUTLER. But I would like to assist, if I could, by
suggesting that in the event these reserves are called into the
temporary service of the Coast Guard they might be emploved,
and when this temporary need for their service is at an end
they should have the opportunity of returning to the grades
they left. TFor three or four years I have tried to help some
of the enlisted men of the Navy get back from temporary
gervice to their grades, and I have not yet succeeded, and I do
not want to see a mistake made here,

Mr. WINSLOW,. As I understand it, that is provided for.

Mr. BUTLER. No; the amendment of the gentleman does
not provide for that. Your bill provides for a temporary force
built from the inside of the Coast Guard, this splendid service
which your committee has charge of. It does not reach those
now outside. I can not see how the Government is to obtain
the enlisted force which it may be necessary to have or how
we shall increase it. However, I am perfectly willing to vote
for the gentleman’s bill as it is. Tt may be corrected, perhaps,
later If we find it necessary to do so.

Mr. WINSLOW. The committee is entitled to have an expla-
nation of that. My conception is that under this bill the Coast

Guard can promote officers within and enlisted men, and can

reach out and get others wherever they choose,

AMr. BUTLER. Officers; yes.

Mr. WINSLOW. Anybody.

Mr. BUTLER. The gentleman understands the general law,
the organie law and the additions made to it, which provided
for the Coast Guard, and the gentleman will know whether or
not under the general law they are authorized to inerease the
enlisted force of the Coast Guard.
b“hllr. WINSLOW. They are authorized to do that under this

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. BUTLER. I ask for an additional minute.

Mr. SNYDER. Ask for five minutes.

Mr. BUTLER. No. Gentlemen are extremely anxious to
vote on this bill, and T am not here for the purpose of blocking
it in any way. I want to assist the gentlemen in increasing the
Coast Guard. I have never known any part of the military
service or of the civil service that attracted more favorable
attention of everybody than the Coast Guard. There never was
a better set of men employed in the service of any country in
any pursuit, and T want to see the bill made exactly right if I
can; but T am ready to vote for the improvement of the Coast
Guard, and I almost hesitate to make a suggestion.

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. It does not seem to me that in a matter as important as
this, that gentlemen who desire to talk on it for a moment or
two, ought to be carried off their feet.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to correct my statement.
My attention has been called to the fact that the bill does pro-
vide for the situation I had in mind.

Mr. SNYDER. I want the gentlemen of this House to know
that I favor this legislation. I belleve in the enforcement of the
law and I am for. this bill because I want to give the President
an opportunity to endeavor to enforce the law ; but I have a great
deal of sympathy with the men who think that the oflicers at
least, for these ships, should be taken from the personnel of the
Navy. These ships now belong to the Navy. Whom could we
find better qualified to operate them than the men who have op-
erated them in the past, and why should not the reserve officers
of the Navy be used to man them?

Mr. WINSLOW. If the gentleman will yield, for the purpose
of information, which I am sure the gentleman wants the com-
mittee to have——

Mr. SNYDER. I am ftrying to get a little information my-
self. 1 have not yet heard where you are going to get these
officers or the enlisted men.

AMr. WINSLOW. The Navy Department and the Coast Guard
have worked out this bill and have approved it. The ships are
to ecome from tie-ups at the docks in the East River and down
in the James River where they are now gathered like rats around
a vault.

& Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, I do not yield further in my
ime.

Mr. WINSLOW, And they are not manned and they have
no officers. [Cries of “ Vote!” “ Vote I"]

Mr. SNYDER. Gentlemen will not take me off my feet by
ealling for a vote. T do not take much of the time of this House.

The gentleman says that these ships are tied up. That is
probahly true, but we want to get action upon this matter,
because it is called a * temporary matter,” and there is no
question about the necessity for action, and if you have to
appoint new officers and get new men it is going to take months
to put these ships in operation, whereas if you use the men
from the Navy or from the reserve force of the Navy vou can
man these ships and have them in operation inside of & month,

Mr. BARKLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SNYDER. Yes.

Mr. BARKLEY. It is the purpose of the Coast Guard to
get these officers wherever they can. They do not intend to
wait until they have trained a new set of officers, but there
are men who have heretofore been in the service who may be
qualified, and there is nothing in this bill to prevent them from
being employed.

Mr. SNYDER. Does the gentleman mean to say that we
are carrying enough idle men or enough reserve men in the
Coast Guard to man these ships?

Mr. BARKLEY. No: I do not mean to say that, but I mean
to say that the Coast Guard may utilize such men as they may
find who heretofore have served in the Navy or they may find
them elsewhere.

Mr. SNYDER. There is no doubt but that there would be

.some confiict of authority in taking men from the Navy and
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putting them aboard these ships, but that Is a matter of defall
which could be easily worked out, and if you gentlemen who
are so anxious to enforce this law want to get enforcement
quickly you should change this bill and take your men from
the Navy, and you can put them in action within a week.

Mr. BARKLEY., There is no limitation upon the Coast
Guard as to where they will get the men to man these ships.

Mr, SNYDER. I agree with that, but there would be no
delay and no additional expense to the Government if you
took these men from the Navy or the reserve force,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New
York has expired. The guestion is on the committee amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The Clerk read as follows:

8ec. 5. (a) Under such regulations as he may prescribe the Presi-
dent is authorized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of
the Senate, 25 temporary chief warrant officers of 'the 'Coast Guard
from the pérmanent list of warrant officers of the Coast Guard.

(b) Buch chief warrant officers shall receive the same pay, allow-
ances, and benefits as commissioned warrant officers of the Navy,
except that any such officer shall continue to hold his permanent
grade and shall be retired in the same manner as though this aet had
not become law,

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am suppert-
ing this bill because I believe it is & step in the right direetion.
Very frankly, I think the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Brax-
T0N], who opposes the bill, is opposing it—much to our regret
and contrary to what we count his prohibition consistency—
on the ground that it does not go far enough. I am for this
bill and * then some,” and the time may come very soon when
I shall be in favor of a greater step.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

. Mr, UPSHAW. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. Why did not the gentleman support my
proposition, which was a real prohibition proposition?

Mr, UPSHAW. Because I did not wish to defeat this bill,
which is emergeney legislation. The plan proposed by the
gentleman from Texas is so sweeping that it needs to be well
considered in committee, with all details perfected. One of
the bravest things ever said in Washington was uttered not so
long ago by Governor Neff, of Texas, when, speaking largely
for the very things that Mr. Braxyron has proposed in his reso-
lution, lifting his fearless voice for the majesty of the law and
for the threatened ideals of America before our own eyes and
the eyes of the world, he said that if he had his way and a
foreign vessel came upon these shores to “ dispute our laws,
pull down our American flag, and trample our scher Constitu-
tion, the owners of the outlaw vessel would have to look for
their ship at the bottom ef the sea.” This bill proposes sea-
ghore relief and efficiency now, and for that reason I am in
favor of all that we can get without delay. £

Another thing that I want to emphasize is the fact that it
is & step in the right direction in smashing a certain immunity
for those in high position—a kind of gilded political liguor im-
munity.

‘We have been allowing it to men with power until our prohi-
bition department is shot through and through with politics,
not because Commissioner Haynes is not “dry” and honest
but because the law allows Members of the House and the
Senate to go down there and help to have *wet” men ap-
pointed to enforce “ dry ” laws, For that reason I am in faver
of the Cramton bill that will put all enforcement officers under
clvil service.

Mr. COOPER of Ohio. The gentleman realizes that it is
not the foreign vessels that deliver the whisky to our shores.
They are American boats, small craft, and that is what we
want to stop.

Mr. UPSHAW. Yes, and that is the reason I am in favor
of this bill It will help to catch and destroy the deflant small
craft now smuggling liguid damnation which the big naval
vessels could not immediately reach. May I say this other
word, pertinent to this very bill? I am turning over to that
committee in the Semate which proposes to investigate the
affairs of the Department of Justice some evidence that is
positively shocking to this country. For instance, a million-
airemamed Remus, who was recently sentenced for bootlegging
in Cincinnati, according to press reports, was permitted to
ride to Atlanta to the Federal penitentiary in his private car.
He is now receiving special attention with another millionaire
bootlegger as his valet, if you please, in the Atlanta Federal peni-
tentiary, and everybody knows that such favoritism is not being
granted by the prison authorities down there, but somebody
higher up is allowing that kind of devilment. The poor devil

down yonder who viclates the law concerning a gallon or a
Jug of illleit liguor is forced to suffer all of the humiliation
possible, while the gilded millionaire who has grown rich out
of the deflance of our laws and the bleod of our American
boys and girls is not even required to go to the big table and
eat with the ether criminals, but up in the room of the priest
of that Federal penitentiary he is permitted to have special
meals brought to him. I have in my pocket incontestible evi-
dence of this millionaire's favoritism. Nobody blames the
rich bootlegger for desiring and securing an easy time, but it
is an outrage, and I shall ask the Senate committee, already in
action, to extend its investigation to this glaring abuse by the
Department of Justice. :

Listen to a few lines from this startling letter, not from a
prisoner but from a reputable citizen who knows the facts:

While Senator GREENE is near death, this institution is entertaining
the *“king of bootleggers.” I can only hint at the real facts, but I can
give you enough to convinee you that a congressional investigation
should be instigated at once. This king of bootleggers is too good to
eat with the other prisoners and teo good to sleep like them. He has
privileges that the other prisoners do not have, and they are gettlng
sore over it. * * * Other lrregularities also need investigation,

This, gentlemen, gives an insight into the faveritism which
the Department of Justice allows, for, as I have said, nobody
believes that the authorities at the Federal prison would take
such responsibility npon themselves, Let it be remembered that
it 1s not a disposition to be unkind personally to this favored
prisoner that causes me to publish this revelation, which, with
other evidence, I will turn over to the Senate committee, but it
is the basic purpose to see that, In prison as well as outside,
there should be “equal rights to all and special privileges te
none.”

ANOTHER GREAT INJUSTICE,

And while this investigation is going on I hope they will 0
back a few months before the present head officials came to the
Atlanta Federal prison and dig up the facts concerning an
evident frame-up to destroy four of the most efficient and
trustworthy employees in the prison. Through the testimony
chiefly of dope fiends with bad records four men of long, faith-
ful service were arrested and without any protest on their
part to make handcuffs necessary they were handeuffed and ear-
ried through the streets in this humiliating fashion, a $5,000
bond demanded, and two or three of them thrown in jail be-
cause of their immediate inability to furnish such an exorbitant
bond. To make short a long and outrageous story, these men
were finally given their liberty and reinstated there or else-
where in Government positions. If they were guilty, they
should not have been returned to work, and if they were inno-
cent the Government certainly ought to pay them for their
lost time. That would be as little as any just government
could do. Benator Winrtam J. Harris and I have introduced
companion bills to pay what is due these worthy men, but the
Inspectors and officials who caused their suffering ought to be
brought to justice. .

Let justice be done, though the heavens tumble down.

Mr. TAGUE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I rise for the purpose of asking the Chairman if the
amendment which I suggested to him could not be offered at
this place? T want to bring to the attention of the commities
something I believe the Chairman will accept. The members
of the Coast Guard who have been serving in the Ceast Guard
for many years on account of the law of February, 1922, were
deprived of the Dbenefit of the pension laws of the Nation.
When the war came on all of the members of the Coast Guard
went into the naval service, and in going into the naval service
at that time they were given the benefit of the pension laws
which were given to the members of the Army and the Navy.
When the Coast Guard was returmed to the Navy they lost
those privileges, but men who have gone into the Coast Guard
since 1022 are given the benefit of all of the pension laws,
while the men who served during the war and who served
previous to 1922 are deprived of those benefits. I believe it
is only falr to those men, now that they are obliged to go
and do Navy service and take the risks they are taking every
day, that they should be given the bhemefit of those laws.
I refer especially to the men who do the shore duty. I have
an instance which I ean bring to the attention of the House
where g man in the Coast Guard Service going alonz on his
patrol saw some men landing a boat.

He went to help them and they were bootleggers. 'They
hit him with a bottle and broke his skull. He is dead and
out of the service and left a wife and child who do not come
within the provisions of the pension law. Now I do not think
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it is the intention of the House to do that, and I know the
Chairman will accept the amendment of this kind, which I
gave to him a few moments ago.
The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman offer the amendment?
Mr. TAGUE. I offer the amendment. .
The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment,
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Taque: Page 8, line 28, after the period,

insert the following: “All pension laws applicable to the Army and
Navy shall apply to the personnel of the Coast Guard who are now
serving or who served in the Coast Guard subsequent to August 28,
1919." °

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order.

Mr. HOCH. I make the point of order that the amendment
is not germane to this bill or to this section.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order.

The Clerk read as follows:

8pc. 6. Under such regulations as he may prescribe, the Becretary
of the Treasury is authorized to appoint temporary warrant officers,
and to make gpecial temporary enlistments, In the Coast Guard. No
person shall be entitled to retirement because of his temporary appoint-
ment or enlistment under this section.

Myr. WINSLOW. Mr, Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Committee amendment: Page 3, line 24, before the word * under,”
imsert “(a),” and on page 4, after line 3, insert the following new pro-
vision: “(b) Any enlisted man in the permanent Coast Guard may be
appointed as a temporary warrant officer. Notwithstanding such tem-
porary appointment any such enlisted man shall be entitled to retire-
ment in the same manner as though he had continued to hold his per-
manent rating, and upon the termination of such temporary appoint-
ment shall be entitled to revert to such rating, Bervice under such
temporary appointment shall be included in determining the length of
service as an enlisted man.”

Mr. BLANTON. I make a point of order this is looking en-
tirely to a new subject and not germane to the other purposes
of the bill or te the paragraph.

Mr. WINSLOW. It has the same purpose.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair overrules the point of order.
The question is on agreeing to the amendment.

The question was faken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, which
I send to the Clerk’s desk.

The CHATRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment by Mr, FrENcr: On page 4, after line 8, insert a new
eection, as follows:

“Ere, 7. Temporary appointment of any member of the Naval Re-
gerve Force to any enlisted or commissioned grade in the Coast Guard
ghall not prejudice his status in the Naval Reserve Force when his
temporiary services in the Coast Guard shall have terminated. While
serving as Coast Guard the members of the Naval Reserve Force ghall
not be entitled to retainer pay o> any other special privileges by rea-
son of their temporary service in the Navy or Naval Reserve Force,
except that service in the Coast Guard may be couuted as service in
the Naval Reserve Force,"”

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, the Coast Guard will prob-
ably draw its ablest men under this bill from the Naval Re-
serve, We have several thousand men who are now enrolled
with the Naval Reserve or are members of the Fleet Reserve
who have had years of naval service. Some of these men have
served 16 years and some 20 years who are to-day drawing
retainer paiy. Those who served 16 years and under 20 draw
retainer pay to the extent of 50 per cent of their rating in the
naval service, and those who served 20 years are drawing two-
thirds pay of their respective ratings upon retirement. Many
of these men entered the Naval Regerve Force in order that
we might reduce the size of the personnel of the Navy. In
order to make an inducement for them to go into the Naval
Reserve Force two or three years ago we passed a voluntary
retirement law so they might oceupy this status in the Naval
Reserve Force and withdraw from the higher-pald ratings of
the Navy. The effect of this amendment that I have offered
will be to permit the Coast Guard to have the advantage of
the long and valuable experience of these men, and not cause
them to ferfeit their right to be members of the Naval Reserve
when they shall withdraw from the service with the Coast
Guard,

Another provision is that during the period they may serve
with the Coast Guard they will not receive retainer pay.
Thus you will save to the Government probably thousands of
dollars that you are now paying as retired pay or retainer
pay. We are paying to men of the various classes to-day
more than $5,000,000. They are men who are standing by:
they are performing valuable service in standing by because
they will be of incaleulable service in the event of war. Here,
however, is an opportunity for the Coast Guard to have the
service of well-trained, valuable men, who thus will be retaining
their efficiency, while, on the other hand, the Government will
be spared the necessity of paying for their service as members
of the reserve force.

Mr. BLANTON. I withdraw the point of order.

Mr. WINSLOW. The committee will not object to the
amendment.

'I‘I:‘e CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
men

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr., Chairman, I move to strike out the
last word.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves to
strike out the last werd.

Mr. SCHAFER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I do so, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of asking a
question of any member of the committee who may be able to
answer it. The question is this: Am I correct in assuming that
the enlisted men who will man these boats will be employed
only temporarily as per section No, 67 I ask this question for
the reason that during the past summer I tried to obtain the
release of an enlisted man in the Revenue Cutter Service, on
the: revenue eutter T'uscarora, operating on Lake Michigan, and
was unable to obtain his speedy release, owing to the fact that
efficient men were not at hand to fill the vacancy which wonld
oecur.

I can not see for ome moment how you are going to procure
competent and qualified enlisted men and a sufficient number of
efficient enlisted men if you are going to employ them only for
a temporary period, when they will not know whether it will
be a week or a month.

Mr. BUTLER. If the gentleman will permit me, under the
amendment which was just adopted, the one offered by the
gentleman from Idaho [Mr. FrExcu], I can assure the gentle-
man that they are likely to get all they desire to have from
what is known as the Reserve Force, men not actively em-
ployed.

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Bec. 7. Nothing contained in this act shall operate to reduce the
grade, rank, pay, allowances, or benefits that any person In the Coast
Guard would have been entitled to if this act had not become law.

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer an
amendment, to change the number “7" to the number “8" as
a section number.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers
an amendment which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr., WixsrLow: Page 4, line 4, strike out the
figure “ 7" and insert the figure * 8.”

The CHATRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment
offered some time ago by the gentleman from New York [Mr.
CELLER

4y
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, on page 4, line 7, after the
word “law,” insert a new section, to be known as section 9.
The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CeELrEr: Page 4, Hne 7, after the word
“law,” Insert a new section, to be known as section 9, as follows:
“Aets or parts of acts ineonsistent with or contrary to the provisions of
thig act are hereby repealed.”

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order
asgainst that on the ground that it is not in erder. That would
repeal the naval aet and many provisions of our Coast Guard
aet. It might repeal some of the provisions of our prohibition
aet, and it is not so intended. It is not in accordance with the
purposes of the bill,

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chalrman, will the Chalr hear me on
the point of order?
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Mr. DYER. Mr., Chalrman,” I make a poilnt of order also,
that this provision is not necessary and is purely surplus.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will hear the gentleman from
New York [Mr. CeELLER].

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I have in mind a specific
statute passed many years ago which undoubtedly would be
inconsistent with some of the terms of this present enaciment.
That particular statute provides that all surplus vessels of
the Navy are compelled to remain in convenient and ordinary
ports. If you have such a statute, I can not see how the Navy
can loan its vessels to the Coast Guard for the purposes
enumerated in this bill. For that reason I think this amend-
ment is quite proper and in order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair held that the amendment
coulid be offered, and overrules the point of order. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr, WINSLOW, Mr, Chairman, I move that the committee
do now rise and report the bill and amendments to the House
with the recommendation that the amendments be agreed to
and that the bill as amended do pass.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, MavoeN, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Unlon, reported that that
committee, having under consideration the bill (H. R. 6815) to
authorize the temporary increase of the Coast Guard for law
enforcement, had directed him to report the same back to the
House with the sundry amendments, with the recommendation
that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended
do pass.

Mr. WINSLOW. Ar. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bhill and all amendments to final passage.

The previous guestion was ordered. ;

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend-
ment? If not, the Chair will put them en gross,

Mr, HILIL of Maryland. Mr, Speaker, is it in order to move
to recommit now?

The SPEAKER. It is not.
the amendments.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The gquestion is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill as amended.

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the
engrossed copy.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas demands the
reading of the engrossed copy. The engrossed copy is not
ready.

The question is on agreeing to

ALLEGED CHARGES AGAINST TWO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS—INVESTI-
GATING COMMITTEE,

The SPEAKER. The Chair wishes to appoint as members
of the committee authorized by the vote of the House to-day
to consider the question of the report of the grand jury in
Chicago Mr. Burron, Mr:. Prrxerr, Mr. Micaener, Mr. Wixco,
and My, Moore of Virginia.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk,
announced that the Senate had passed wilthout amendment
bills of the following titles:

H. R.5337. An act granting the consent of Congress to con-
struct a bridge over the St. Croix River between Vanceboro,
Be., and St. Croix, New Brunswick;

H. . 5348. An act granting the consent of Congress for the
construction of a bridge across the St. John River between
Fort Kent, Me., and Clairs, Province of New Brunswick, Can-
ada ; and

H. It, 5624. An act authorizing the construection of a bridge
across the Ohio River fo connect the city of Benwood, W, Va,,
and the city of Bellaire, Ohio.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed
Senate joint resolutions of the following titles, in which the
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested:

8. J. Res, 76. Joint resolution aunthorizing the maintenance
by the United Stateg of membership in the International Sta-
tistical Bureau at The Hague;

8. J. Res. 77. Jolnt resolution authorizing the appointment gf
delegates to represent the United States at the seventh Pan-
American Sanitary Conference to be held at Habana, Cuba, in
November, 1924 ; and

8. J. Res. 70. Joint resolution to provide for the representa-
tion of the United States at the meeting of the Inter-American
Committee on Electrical Communications to be held in Mexico
City beginning March 27, 1924,

BENATE JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED.

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolutions of the
following titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and re-
ferred to their appropriate committees as indicated below :

8. J. Res. 76. Joint resolution authorizing the maintenance by
the United States of membership in the International Statistical
Bureau at The Hague; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

8. J. Res. 77. Joint resolution authorizing the appointment of
delegates to represent the United States at the Seventh Pan-
Ameriean Sanitary Conference to be held at Habana, Cuba, in
November, 1924 ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

S. J. Res. T9. Joint resolution to provide for the representa-
tlon of the United States at the meeting of the Inter-American
Committee on Electrical Communications to be held in Mexico
City beginning March 27, 1924; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE.

Mr. JacorsTEIN, by unanimous consent, was granted leave
of absence, for one week, on account of illness.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS,

Mr. WINSLOW. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that all Members shall be allowed five legislative days in
which to extend their remarks on the bill (H. R. 6815) to
authorize a temporary increase of the Coast Guard for law
enforcement.

The SIPEAKER. Is there ohjection to the request of the
gentleman from Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. UPSHAW. Mr. Speaker, does that allow me to extend
my remarks on the bill just passed?

The SPEAKER. Yes.

Mr. HERSEY. DMr. Speaker, T ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks on the resolution of investigation.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Malpe?

There was no objection,

INCREASE OF COAST GUARD FOR LAW ENFORCEMENT.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House, it
seems because of prohibition we lose some of our senses. As
soon as the word “ prohibition " is mentioned, some of the Mem-
bers of the House become mentally lopsided. H. R. 6815 au-
thorizes an increase of the Coast Guard for prohibition en-
forcement and involves a yearly expenditure of $13,000,000.
One ean not look with complacency upon such a project. We
recently voted $10,000,000 for the enforcement of prohibition
and now we are to add $13,000,000 in a futile attempt to make
the sea dry after having ingloriously failed to make the country
dry. A careful reading of this bill shows it is merely a stalk-
ing liorse for the use of the military and naval forces of the
country for the enforcement of prohibition. The bill provides
for the use of mine sweepers, torpedo boats, and many other
engines of war.

Aslde from common-gense objections there is to my mind a
constitutional one. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON]
a moment ago asked anyone fo tell him what constitutional
objections there were and nobody seemed to answer him. I,
however, reserved my right to answer until I had the floor.

Story on the Constitution says—

The power to raise armies is an Indlspensable incident to the power
to declare war.

And when the term * armies™ is used it always means the
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps.

The logical inference to be drawn is that the Army and the
Navy are primarily vehicles for carrying on of war. It Is
true that the Coast Guard can be used in times of peace for
the enforcement of civil law, but there is never found in the
Coast Guard mine sweepers, torpedo boats, and destroyers,
They would not dare use openly the vessels of the Navy to
enforce prohibition. They simply transfer the naval vessels
to the Coast Guard, and then have the hardihood to say that
the Navy is not being used, but that it is the Coast Guard that
is being used.

Hamilton, in the Federalist, many yvears ago said:

It was sald that Congress, having an unlimited power to raise and
support armies, might, if in thelr opinion the general welfare required it,
keep large armles constantly on foot and thus exhanst the resources of
the Unlted States. There is no control on Congress as to numbers, sta-
tions, or government of them. They may billet them on the people at
pleasure. Such an unlimited authority Is most dangerous and in its

principles despotie, for, being unbounded, it must lead to despotism. We
shall, therefore, llve under a government of military force.

In re-
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spect to times of peace It was suggested that there Is no necessity for
having a standing army, which had always been held under such circum-
stances to be fatal to public rights and political freedom,

I need not comment on the language used by Hamilton, but
let me quote something else that is found in Story on the Con-
stitution with reference to what the Attorney General sald
about the unconstitutionality of the bill before us:

It may be admitted that standing armles may prove dangerous to the
Btate. Dut it ls equally true that the want of them may also prove
dangerous to the State. What, then, is to be done? The true course
ie to check the undue exercise of the power, not to withhold it. This
the Constitution bas attempted to do by providing that * no appropria-
tion of money to that use shall be for a longer term than two years.”
Thus, unless the necessary supplies are voted by the representatives of
the people every two years, the whole establishment must fall. Congress
may, indeed, by an act for this purpose disband a standing army at any
time, or vote the supplles only for two years or for a shorter perlod.

There is nothing in the bill which provides that these
torpedo boats, revenue cutters, mine sweepers, and so forth,
shall be used for a period of two years. The bill provides for
their temporary use. The word “ temporary” is relative and
may mean one year or a dozen years, In so far as the appro-
priation is made for a period that may be longer than two
years, 1 say that the act is unconstitutional. Furthermore, I
call to mind that Chief Justice Taft, not so long ago, stated that
the military and naval forces can not be used for the enforce-
ment of civil law.

Article 1, section 8, clause 12, provides that—

Congress shall have power * *° * to raise and support armies,
but mo appropriation of money to that use shall be for a longer term
than two years.

Clause 13 provides that—

Congress shall have power % * *
Navy. g

Clause 14 provides that—

Congress shall have power * * * to make rules for the govern-
ment and regulation of the land and naval forces.

These clauses contain the total sources of power of Congress
over the Army and Navy. Careful search of the cases in the
Supreme Court shows that this power involves power to con-
script soldiers to suppress insurgency and rebellion; to estab-
lish naval academies; to provide for punishment of desertion
and other crimes by courts-martial, and so forth; but nowhere
do we find any express right given to use the military or naval
arms of the Government to enforce our municipal or national
law. In so far as the power of the Federal Government is a
limited one, and furthermore, since the power to enact the
instant proposal ean not be found in any express or implied
provision of the Constitution, I shall vote against it.

The people of the country are becoming restive under pro-
hibition. They find homes invaded, their suit cases opened,
and their puoblie officials ghot down in cold blood. There is no
longer right of castle. Nothing is any longer sacred to the
prohibition enforcement officials. How long must we endure
it all? Prohibition has ushered in an utter disregard of law
and order. Is it worth the price? Under the mockery of
law enforcement we would fritter away the whole Treasury
only to find more drinking and more drinkers. Prohibition
is upon our backs like an incubus, breeding deceit, dishonesty,
and chicanery.

Let me call attention to the fact that there has just been had
a “wet” and “dry” poll of votes over the radio, eonducted by
the Zenith WJAZ broadcasting station at Chicago, IIl. The re-
sults were as follows:

Nearly 46,673 men and women throughont the United States
telegraphed Station WJAZ between the hours 10 p. m., Saturday
night, March 8§, and 10 p. m., Sunday night, March 9,

These 46,673 people telegraphed their votes from every State
in the Union, from homes on farms and in cities, from clubs
and hotels, from mansions and from bungalows. No truer
reflection of public opinion on the subject could be obtained—

to provide and maintain a

United Btates wet “a 34, 185
United States dry__- 12, 483
Total = 46, 668

The advocates of prohibtion are never satisfied. They will
never learn. There are none so blind as those who will not see.
These §23,000,000 we give is a rope of sand. Each year they will
want more and more. They are as insatiate as the grave.

Is prohibition worth the price?

MEMORIAL ADDRESS ON WOODROW WILSON.

Mr. MAJOR of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to insert a memorial address delivered by Rev. J. Marvin
Culbreth at the memorial services for Woodrow Wilson held
at Fayette, Mo, on Sunday, February 10, 1924,

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the REecorp, as follows:

WoOoDROW WILSON—AN INTERFRETATION,
{By Rev. J. Marvin Culbreth.)

Every great man ig, in part, the product of the soil to which he is at-
tached. Changes in climate produce variations in character. With the
very blood are mixed the elements which glve distinctive richness to
different localities.

Woodrow Wilson was nurtured, ficst of all, under the kindly shelter
of Virginin mountains. His eyes early learned to gaze upon the sum-
mits of the hills that stood round about his valley home. All um-
aware, he imbibed something of their stabllity, grandeur, and majestic
poise. Then he lived between the river and the sea. The river became
to him a symbol of life rising In the mountain fastnesses and flowing
to the plain,

*“Where cities did crowd to its edge
In a blacker incessanter line,”

and passing on to mingle with “the murmurs and scents of the in-
finite sea.” The marsh into which the ocean poured its tide sang to
him in myriad volices of the * infinite greatness of God,” and the sea
itself boomed out to his listening car the wisdom, the catholicity, of the
human mind. 3

Among the whispering oaks of Guilford County, N. C., he tarrled for
8 while as a college student, and later adjusted himself to the sharply
intelleetual atmosphere of the East, where he recelved the final bent
toward his career in the stormy arena of political action.

It Is impossible to understand the career of Woodrow Wilson with-
out admitting, to begin with, that he was a man of destiny.

e believed himself destined for greatness. * As a youth he carried
the air of one set apart for extraordinary undertakings, This may be
accounted for in part by the theology In which he was nurtured.
Calvinism was always right in teaching that God designed some men
for greatness, Armenians are right, too, in believing that personal
initiative and choice play a part. In his experience Wilson clearly
enoagh combined the two systems. The gleam flashed before his eyes,
and he followed it. The heavenly vision burst upon him, and he was
not disobedient. It ean not be doubted that in what he attempted as
well as in what he so rigidly adhered to he was controlled by this
ablding convietion. It is the one consideration which may explain
what might be called his intellectual fanaticism. But this trait lay
decper than the dogmas of formal theology. It was centered in the
magnetlsm of Jesus Christ, for Woodrow Wilson submitted to Him as
the right man. His steadfastness of purpose was grounded in obedl-
ence to the eaptain of his soul. ;

It was a great mistake, as his political enemies as well as friends
soon found cut, to think of Mr. Wilson as an impractical school man
elevated by the accldents of politics to the position of nominal leader-
ship. Woodrow Wilson was trained for statecraft.

As an undergraduate he became interested in the study of the
sclence of government. Ie deliberately divided his time between the
subjects assigned in the ecurriculum and an independent investigation
of the parliamentary system of Great Britaln, At Johns Hopkins he
pursued graduate courses in the same fleld. As lecturer at Princeton
University he won fame as an authority in political science, Tt Is
not surprising that when he came to the Presidency he followed the
conceptions of government which he had been maturing through anl
these years.

Those who would have used Mr. Wilson to serve their preferred de-
signe could net have been Ignorant of his academic equipment. What
they falled to reckon with was his superb ability to “ labor as he

| kmew,” te translate theory iuto fact, to exalt principle in courageous

conduct.

The student of history is often surprised by the recurrence of ahso-
lutism in government. When parliamentary arrangements break down
or themselves become oppressive, now and then a master will assumes
control and rules by his own decision. Woodrow Wilton was an nbso-
lutist. Of course, there were checks and balances which he loyally
recognized. Bat his was the spirit of an absolute ruler. The temper
if not the blood of the Todors was his heritage. He announced and
wpheld the principle that * the President is at liberty, both in law and
couscience, to be as big & man as he can.” The method of Woodrow
Wilson as well us the results he achieved show a parallel to the spirit
and deeds of a benevolent absolutist.

He found himself in the position of supreme command.
orders and required obedience. Then there was an outery agalnst
Executive interference. EBmall men with only one thought, and that
to cater to the aimless whims of a largely indifferent constituency,

He gave
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chafed under the authority of the President. HEnemies without the
party and also within ralsed the ery of revolt. Wilson has been
bracketed with Lincoln as one who suffered at the hands of his con-
temporaries the bitterest denunciation and criticism. Some even
among his warmest admirers called in question his wisdom and im-
peached his motives.

In his appraisal of Wilson, Lloyd-George says that “ he walked on
his weaker opponents, a dangerous pollcy for a great man. One
can trample on great men, but not little men; there are too many of
them.” Was this, if true, due to “ihalice or cold disdain™? Was it
an unforfunate manifestation of temperament? Or was it a necessary
phase of Wilson's idealism? Of this I shall speak later. There is a
more obvious justification for the President's absolutism.

Look at the work he accomplished. Take away his habit of com-
mand and you make impossible the shining achievements which sig-
nalized his career.

At Wesleyan College the young professor, also serving uas coach, took
a hopelessly outclassed football team and whipped it into shape to
wrest victory from a university equad. “Go in to win" was .the
young professor's command to the faltering eleven. And they won.

At Princeton he set himself agalnst the traditions of the school,
defied the opposition of colleagues and students, and braved the wrath
of an aroused alumni by seeking to make living conditions among the
students more democratic.

As Governor of New Jersey one of his first acts was to compel party
leaders to deal fairly with a man who had been nominated in the pri-
mary only to be threatened with rejectlon in the election by the perfidy
of the party bosses. And the world plentifully applanded the vigorous
laws he pushed through against predatory trusts.

When Mr. Wilson became President it was not by the deliberate
choice of the people or because he was the lender of his party, but
solely “by the negative merit of availability.” e received only
6,291,000 votes, fewer than Bryan received each time he was defeated.
He became a minority President and had behind him a party without
a specific program,

But see what he accomplished.

The revision of the tariff, representing a reduction in the level of
rates of at least 10 per cent.

The Federal reserve act, which *“ assumed the character of a politienl
miracle,”

The Children’s Bureau, which was a first step toward lifting bables
to an equal footing with pigs in the estimation of the Government,

The seamen's act, which applied humanitarian consideration to the
tréeatment of American sailors in all parts of the world.

The repeal of the Panama tolls exemption bill by which America
had evaded honorable engagements assumed In treaties with Britain
and France,

The payment to Colomrbia of $25,000,000 for the territory taken for
the use of the canal.

The Adamson law, recognizing the principle of union labor and
establishing an 8-hour day for transportation industries.

Finally, the conduct of the war. The gigantic preparedness pro-
gram, the miracle of thorough maintenance, the terrible effectiveness
of force without stint in beating back the German millions.

Over against these victories there is recorded a single failure, a
single defeat, so colossal in proportions, so full of possibilities of
poignant suffering, that to many it outbalances all that was won.
This was the fallure of the effort of Mr., Wilson to commit America to
an honorable participation in world peace as he had led his country in
an honorable participation in the World War. [Ilis failure was at-
tributed, even by many sincere friends, to his spirit of absolutism.
For the sake of an empty show of ratifying the treaty, many coun-
sélors would have emasculated the President of the very virtne by
which he had achieved success in former enterprises. Of this 1 ghall
speak again.

The matter that concerns us now is to understand the meaning of
this defeat.

It is already clear enough that the failure to get the treaty ratified
by the United States Senate furnishes the backgroumd ngainst which
the idealism of Woodrow Wilson iz vividly shown. From the obscurest
quarter of the globe have come recognitions of the transcendent un-
selfishness of our martyred President. His irreconcilable enemies have
coupled their strongest denunciations with a confession of his surpass-
ing idealism.

What kind of idealism was it that Woodrow Wilson had?

It was intelligible. And it was expansive. It was not capable of
being contracted. It has proved intelligible to 51 nations! It {8 not
fully comprehended yet, but it has made a suceessful initial appeal to
uncounted millions of common people. And the limit of its power does
not yet appear.

The cloven foot of the beast that turned America from following
Wilson has been revealed in two very recent incldents. When certain
Senators resorted to the puerile and contemptible attempt to compro-
mise the American peace award, they betrayed the cunning and sinlster
motives which all along have actuated the enemics of the League of

Nations. And when the German Government denied its representative
the requested privilege of extending official condolence at the death of
Mr. Wilson, the power that was largely responsible for his defeat in
this, his own country, showed its hyphenated head,

But let us dismiss a phase of the subject so irritating, so revolting,
and turn to the dream for which Mr. Wilson staked all and lost.

It was a dream of world peace based upon restitution for Wrongs
inflicted, confidence in diplomacy, frankness in dealing with the com-
mon people, equality of opportunity for all, and unfettered nationalism.
He challenged the world fo accept these aims. He called upon strong
governments to assist the weak to become partners with themselyves in
the grand enterprise. He applied to the Nation the sama rule of sery-
ice that onr Christian confesslon applies to the individual, He brought
us measurably nearer to the day—

“When war drums throb no longer and the battle flags be furled
In the parlinment of man, the federation of the world.”

Tinally, it is necessary to account for the fact that Woodrow Wilson's
idealism survived the shock of defeat. It did so because the man was
incorruptible.

There is undeniably pathos in his loss of friendships. DBut there is
unmistakable grandeur and nobility in the fact Mr. Bryan, Mr. Garrl-
son, Mr. Page, Mr. Lansing, to mention only the most conspicuous ex-
amples, failed to hold his confidence, though some of them may not
have suffered in his esteem. To what is this painfuol inability to keep
on terms with once trusted counselors aseribable? To peevish, unrea-
sonable, arrogant, self-opinionated conceit? Many would have us think
80. But there is a different explanation. It was due to his horror of
betraying his ideal. When an opinion shaded off into disloyalty to his
dream as he had conceived it and fought for it, he simply was bound to
show antagonism. Who knows buot that if those individuals clogely
comnected with him In making the treaty had not weakened, had not
advised concessions, the enemies of the covenant might never have
gained strength for successful opposition. Woodrow Wilson could not
be corrupted or weakened by the wavering of his chosen friends. For
loyalty to his ideal he paid the price of separation from men whom he
sorely needed and all too sadly mlissed,

So he was a pathetic figure as he neared the end. But in noble
dignity he bore this afliction of the heart, as he endured the lesser
afiliction of the body, and closed his spoken message to the world that
rejected him with the strangely apostolle words:

“1 am ready! "
ADJOURNMENT.

Mr. WINSLOW. DMr. Speaker, I move that the House do
now adjourn,

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 23
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs-
day, March 13, 1924, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

396, Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letfer from the Secre-
tary of Agriculture, transmitting a report for the fiseal year
ended June 30, 1923, concerning the appropriations for the con-
struction of rural post roads in cooperation with the States, the
Federal administration of this work, and the survey, construc-
tion. and maintenance of roads and trails within or only partly
within the national forests, was taken from the Speaker's table
and referred to the Committee on Roads.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. LANGLEY : Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.
°S. 211, An act to provide for the building of a conservatory
and other necessary buildings for the United States Botanic
Garden ; with amendments (Rept. No. 286). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr, FULBRIGHT: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. It
5936. A Dbill to extend the provisions of the pension act of May
11, 1912, to the officers and enlisted men of all State militia
and other State organizations that rendered service to the Union
cause during the Civil War for a period of 90 days or more, and
providing pensions for their widows, minor children, and de-
pendent parents, and for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 287). Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTERS ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII,
Mr. HULL of Iowa: Committee on Military Affairs. H. It
6274. A Dbill to authorize the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul
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Railway Co. to construct and operate a line of railroad across
Fort Snelling Military Reservation in the State of Minnesota;
without amendment (Rept. No. 285). Referred to the Commit-
tee of the Whole House.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS,

Under clause 3 of Rule XXIT, bills, resclutions, and memorials
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 7845) to amend section 210 of
the war risk insurance act; to the Committee on World War
Veterans' Legislation.

By Mr. CASEY: A bill (H. R. 7846) to extend the time for
the construction of a bridge uacross the north branch of the
Susquehanna River from the city of Wilkes-Barre to the
borough of Dorranceton, Pa.; to the Committee on Interstate
and IPoreign Commerce.

By Mr. HUDSON: A bill (H. R. 7847) for the purchase of
land in Oakland township, Oakland County, Mich., to be used
for a rifle range; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas: A bill (H. R. 7848) to provide
for the erection of a post-office building at Groesbeck, Tex.; to
the Clommittee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Also, a bill (H. R. 7849) to provide for the enlargement and
remodeling of the post-office building at Bryan, Tex.; to the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds,

By Mr, SIMMONS: A bill (H. R, 7850) to authorize the de-
ferring of payments of reclamation charges; to the Committee
on Irrigation and Reclamation.

DBy Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 7851) to amend the
act entitled “An act to establish a burean of immigration and
naturalization and to provide a uniform rule for the naturaliza-
tion of aliens throughout the United States™; to the Commit-
tee on Immigration and Naturalization.

By Mr, SCHAFER : A bill (H. R. T852) to enlarge and extend
the post-office building in Milwaukee, Wis,; to the Committee
on Publiec Duildings and Grounds.

By Mr. WOLFF': A bill (H. R. 7853) for the purchase of a
post-ofiice site at Flat River, Mo.; to the Committee on Public

juildings and Grounds.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

Dy Mr. BACON: A bill (H. R. 7854) for the adjudieation and
determination of the claims arising under the extension by the
Commissioner of Patents of the patent granted to Frederick
G, Ransford and Peter Low as assignees of Marcus P. Norton,
No. 25036, August 9, 1859 ; to the Committee on the Post Office
and Post Roads.

By Mr. COLE of Ohio: A bill (H. R.7855) granting a pen-
sion to Lewis Corfman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DALLINGER : A bill (H. R. 7856) to correct the mili-
tary record of Thomas F. Cooney; to the Committee on Mili-
tary Affairs.

By Mr. ELLIOTT : A bill (H. R. 7857) granting a pension to
Almira M. Mitchell ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FAIRFIELD: A bill (H, R. 7858) granting a pension
to Catherine M. Cleland; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARRETT of Texas: A bill (H.R.7859) for the
relief of the Houston (Tex.) Chamber of Commerce, and the
Hermann Hospital estate, and Bertha E. Roy, and Max A. Roy,
and J. M. Frost, and J. J. Settegast; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. GLATFELTER : A bill (H. R.7860) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary A. Brenaman; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R.7861) granting an increase of pension to
Emma Kauffman; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a hill (H. R. 7862) granting an increase of pension to
Emaline Sloat; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7863) granting an increase of pension to
Euphenia Spangler; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R.7864) granting a pension to
Blanch H. Sims; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Iiy Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. T865) granting an increase
of pension to Mary Jane Wilking ; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: A bill (H. I, 7866) granting
a pension to Bridget M. Carpenter; to the Committee on 1n-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. OLDFIELD : A bill (H. R. 7867) granting a pension
to Nancy J. Bryant; to the Committee on Pensions.
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By Mr. PEAVEY : A bill (H. R. 7868) for the relief of Frank .
Murray; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. REED of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 7869) for the
relief of Allen Nichols; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 7870) for the relief of William A. Callo-
way; to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. SCHAFER; A bill (H. R. 7871) granting a pension to’
Charles W. Dencker; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. SIMMONS: A bill (H. R. 7872) granting an increase
of pension to Mary J. Kimbell; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. SMITHWICK: A bill (H. R. 7873) granting a pen-
sion to Louis D. Robinson; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 7874) granting a pension to
Lottie A. Bowhall; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

B,v. Mr. THOMAS of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 7875) granting a
pension to Mary Ann Newkirk; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

By Mr. TIMBERLAKE: A bill (H. R. 7876) granting a pen-
sion to Lounise E. Shull; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

1688. By the SPEAKER (by request) : Petition of city coun-
cil of the city of Chicago, favoring a strict enforcement of laws
regarding the traffic in habit-forming drugs; to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

1689. By Mr. ALDRICH: Petition of Washington Council,
No. 2, Juniqr Order United American Mechanics, of Providence,
R. I., favoring passage of the Johnson immigration bill; to the
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1690. Also, resolution of Workmen's Circle, Branch 110, of
Providence, R. I, protesting against the passage of the Johnson
immigration bill; to the Committes on Immigration and Nat-
uralization.

1691. Also, resolution adopted by Narragansett Couneil, No,
28, Sons and Daughters of Liberty, of East Greenwich, R. 2
urging passage of the Johnson immigration bill; to the Com-
miftee on Immigration and Naturalization.

1692. By Mr. ARNOLD : Petition of employees of the Mount
Carmel, 111, post office, asking that favorable action be taken
by the House on House bill 7016; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

1683. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the New York State
Forestry Association, indorsing the movement which resulted
in the planting of nearly 9,000,000 forest trees in the State last
year as a measure of first economie importance to the State,
and approving the provisions of the McNary bill (8. 1182) and
the Clarke bill (H. R. 4830) for the purpose of bringing about
continuous forest production on all land chiefly suitable there-
for; to the Committee on Agriculture.

1694. Also, petition of the Brooklyn-Long Island Camp, No.
16, Woodmen of the World, favoring the passage of the Edge-
Kelly bill, granting an increase in salary to postal employees ;
to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

1695. By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Jesse F. Stevens, tle
adjutant general of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts,
recommending early and favorable consideration of House bill
4820; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

1696. Also, petition of Sisterhood and the Men’s Club of the
Congregation Beth Hamadrash Hagodol, Boston, Mass.,, pro-
testing against the Johnson immigration bill; to the Committee
on Immigration and Naturalization.

1697. By Mr. GARNER of Texas: Petition of Retail Mer-
chants’ Association of Granger, Tex., and Retail Merchants’ Pro-
tective Association, of Denison, Tex., indorsing increase of pos-
tage on second-class matter, reduction of 1 cent on drop and
rural-route letters; fo the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Roads.

1698. Also, petition of Retail Merchants' Credit Rating Asso-
ciation, of Port Arthur, Tex.,, indorsing increase of postage on
second-class matter, reduction of 1 cent on drop and rural-
%lte letters; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post

ads.

1699. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Elkhart Branch of the
Railway Mail Assoclation, Chleago, favoring increased com-
pensation for postal employees; to the Committee on the Post
Office and Post Roads.

1700. By Mr. KELLY : Petition of Braddock Lodge, No. 516,
J. 0. B. B., Braddock, Pa., opposing provisions of the Johnson
immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.
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1701. Also, petition of Railway Postal Clerks, St. Paul,
Minn,, favoring the Kelly-Edge postal reclassification bill; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads,

1702. By Mr. KING: Petition of the Henry County (IIL)
Farm Burean, in favor of the McNary-Haugen bill and ag‘ulnst.
the Norbeck bill and the Williams amendment to the packers'
stockyards control bill; to the Committee on Agriculture.

1703. By Mr. LEAVITT: Petition of Spanish-American War
veterans of the Jack Foster Camp, No. 5, Soldiers’ Home,
Hot Springs, 8. Dak., indorsing the Knutson and Bursum
pension bills (H. R. 5934 and S. 5); to the Committee on
Pensions.

1704, By Mr. McNULTY ; Petition of Essex County I'hgtrma-
ceutical Association of New Jersey, favoring House bills 6
and 11; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

1705. Also, pétition of Franklin Camp, No. 20, Department
of New Jersey, United Spanish War Veterans, urging the pas-
sage of House bill 5934; to the Committee on Pensions.

1706. By Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota: Petition of Mr,
August J. Rick and other residents of the Minnesota Soldiers’
Ilome, urging the passage of the Bursum bill (8. 5) and the
Knutson bill (H. R. 5934) ; to the Committee on Pensions.

1707. By Mr. O'CONNELL of Rhode Island: Petition of
members of the Workmen's Circle, Branch 110, of Providence,
R. L, opposing the Johnson immigration bill; to the Com-
mittee on I'mmigration and Naturalization.

1708. By Mr. STRONG of Kansas: Petition of Chamber of
Commerce of Herington, Kans., opposing changes in the trans-
portation act at this time; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

1709. By Mr. STRQNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens
of Rathmel, Pa, and vicinity, in favor of the Johnson-Lodge
immigration bill; to the Committee on Immigration and Natu-
ralization.

1710. Also, petition of Charles B. Gillespie Unit, No. 110,
American Legion Auxiliary, Freeport, Pa., in favor of ad-
justed compensation for World War veterans; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

1711. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of a number of residents
of Canonsburg, Pa., in support of the adjusted compensation
bill; to the Committee on Ways and Means,

1712. By Mr. WATSON : Petition from members of the Nor-
riton-Lower Providence Presbyterian Church, favoring that
the motion-picture industry be placed under more direct control
of the Federal Government; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

SENATE.
Taurspay, March 13, 192}.
(Legislative day of Wednesday, March 12, 192}.)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of
the recess.

Mr. JONES of Washington.
sence of a quornm.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Curtis in the chair). The
Secretary will call the roll :

The principal clerk called the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:
Adams l!;errls

Mr, President, I suggest the ab-

MeCormick

Ashurst e8s AMcKellar Shipstead
Ball Fletcher McKinley Bimmons
Bayard Fragier McLean Smith
Borah George Hc.Nar]y Smoot
Brandegeo Gerry Mayfield Spencer
Brookhart Glass Moses Stanfleld
Broussard Goodin Neely Stephens
Bruce Harrel Norris Swanson
Bursum Harrison Oddle Trammell
Capper Howell Overman Wadsworth
Copeland Johnson, Minn, Pepper Walsh, Mass.
Couzens Jones, N. Mex, Phipps Walsh, Mont,
Curtis Jones, Wash, Pittman Warren

bale Kendrick Ralston Watson
Edge K.inﬁ Ransdell Willis
Edwards Lad Reed, Pa,
Ernst Lodge Robinson

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy Senators have an-

swered to their names. A guorum is present.
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr, Chaffee,
one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed a bill
AH. R. 6816) to authorize a temporary increase of the Coast
Guard for law enforcement, in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate,

-

ENROLLED BILLS BIGNED.

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were there-
upon signed by the Presiding Officer [Mr. Curris] as Acting
President pro tempore;

H. R.2818. An act to grant the consent of Congress to con-
struct, maintain, and operate a dam and spillway across the
Waccamaw River, in North Carolina ;

H. R. 3845. An aet to authorize the construction of a bridge
across the Little Calumet River at Riverdale, I1.;

H. R. 4120. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Greater Wenatchee Irrigation District to construct, maintain,
and operate a bridge across the Columbia River;

H. R. 4182. An act authorizing the city of Ludington, Mason
County, Mich., to construet a bridge across an arm of Pere
Marquette Lake;

H.R.4187. An act to legzalize a bridge across the St. Louls
River in Carlton County, State of Minnesota ;

H. R. 4457, An act conferring jurisdiction upon the Court
of Claims to hear, examine, adjudicate, and enter judgment in
any claims which the Cherokee Indians may have against the
United States, and for other purposes ;

H. R. 4984. An act to authorize the Clay County bridge dis-
trict, in the State of Arkansas, to construct a bridge over
Current River;

H. R. 5337. An act granting the consent of Congress to con-
struct a bridge over the St. Croix River between Yanceboro,
Me,, and St. Croix, New Brunswick ;

H. R. 5348. An act granting the consent of Congress for the
construction of a bridge across the St. John River between
Fort Kent, Me, and Clairs, Province of New Brunswick,
Canada ; and

H. R. 5624, An act authorizing the construction of a bridge
across the Ohio River to connect the city of Benwood, W. Va,,
and the city of Bellaire, Ohio.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. *

Mr. WARREN presented a telegram in the nature of a
memorial from Lodge No. 883, Independent Order B'mai B'rith,
of Cheyenne, Wyo., remonstrating against the passage of the
so-called Johnson selective immigration bill, which was re-
ferred to the Committes on Immigration.

Mr. WILLIS presented resolutions adopted by the Lima
(Ohio) Trades and Labor Council, favoring the restriction of
narcotic produetion to medical and scientific needs, and also
the holding of an international conference for the suppression
of the narcotic traffic in Washington, D. €., or London, Eng-
land, rather than in Geneva, Switzerland, which were referred
to the Commitiee on Foreign Relations.

RFPORTS OF COMMITTEES.

Mr. BALL, from the Committee on the District of Columbia,
to which was referred the bill (S.2430) to create a commission
to procure a design for a flag for the District of Columbia,
and for other purposes, reported it without amendment and
submitted a report (No.244) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill (8.112) providing for a comprehensire development of the
park and playground system of the National Capital, reported
it with amendments and submitted a report (No. 245) thereon.

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry, to which was referred the joint resolution (S.J.Res,
49) authorizing the President to require the United States
Sugar Equalization Board (Ine.) to adjust a transaction relat-
ing to 3,500 tons of sugar imported from the Argentine Repub-
lie, reported it without amendment and submitted a report
(No. 246) thereon.

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED,

Mr. WATSON, from the Committee on Enrolled BEills, re-
ported that on yesterday they presented to the President of the
United States the enrolled joint resolution (S.J. Res. 91) to
authorize the National Society United States Daughters of
1812 to place a marble tablet on the Francis Scott Key Bridge.

BILLS INTRODUCED.

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. BALL:

A bill (8.2819) to provide for the examination and registra-
tion of engineers in the District of Columbia; to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. PHIPPS:

A bill (8. 2820) authorizing appropriations for medical-school
building and equipment for Howard University; to the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds,
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